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AGEND

Council Meeting September 27, 2010
Milford City Hall - Joseph Ronnie Rogers Council Chambers - 201 South Walnut Street, Milford, Delaware

6:00 P.M. - MILFORD PUBLIC LIBRARY
11 S.E. Front Street  Milford, DE
Tour of New Facility

7:00 P.M. - WORKSHOP
Call to Order - Mayor Joseph Ronnie Rogers
Tribute 2010-18/Honoring Lance Corporal Lee Ryan Folke
Adjourn

PUBLIC HEARINGS
Annexation:
Tax Parcel 5-00-173.00-01-62.00-00001-64.362 Acres Parcel of land, Land of Walter N. Thomas, Il
Tax Parcel 5-00-173.00-01-62.02-00001-7.556 Acre Parcel of Land, Land of Walter N. Thomas, Il
Adoption of Ordinance 2010-13/Adoption of Resolution 2010-15/Approval of Annexation Agreement

Ordinance 2010-14
An Ordinance to Amend the Code of the City of Milford, Chapter 230, thereof, entitled Zoning,
Waiver of Off Street Parking Spaces

COUNCIL MEETING
Call to Order - Mayor Joseph Ronnie Rogers
Invocation
Pledge of Allegiance
Communications
Unfinished Business -
Adoption of Ordinance 2010-16/Chapter 204/Establishing a Due Date for Property Taxes & Penalties
Adoption of Resolution 2010-16/Extension of Due Date for Property Tax Payments & Establishment of Penalty Date*
Adoption of Ordinance 2010-15/Realignment of Boundary Lines of Ward | and Ward 111
Re-Adoption of FY2010-11 Tax Warrant
Approval of Change Order #1/Gravity Sewer Installation
Reaffirmation /Approval of Change Order #2/North Front Street Sewer Project & FY2010-11 Budget Amendment
Billboard Ordinance-Proposed
Billboards/Zoning Code/Ordinance/2009-22
FY 2010-2011 Budget Amendment/Boys & Girls Club Contribution
New Business -
Fall Clean Up Week*
French and Ryan Proposal/Police Department
Adjourn

SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS MUST BE SUBMITTED TO THE CITY CLERK IN ELECTRONIC FORMAT NO
LATER THAN ONE WEEK PRIOR TO MEETING; NO PAPER DOCUMENTS WILL BE ACCEPTED OR
DISTRIBUTED AFTER PACKET HAS BEEN POSTED ON THE CITY OF MILFORD WEBSITE.

This agenda shall be subject to change to include additional items including executive sessions or the deletion of items
including executive sessions which arise at the time of the public body's meeting.
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TRIBUTE

2010-18
In Honor of Fallen Warrior Lance Corporal Lee Ryan Folke

WHEREAS, Lance Corporal Lee Ryan Folke, a resident of Milford, Delaware, joined the United States
Marine Corps on March 12, 2007; and

WHEREAS, Lance Corporal Folke, who was assigned to the 1% Battalion, 2" Marines, died at Camp
Lejeune, North Carolina on July 19, 2009; and

WHEREAS, a dedicated and brave solder, Lance Corporal Folke had recently returned to the United States
after completing a tour of duty in Iraq; and

WHEREAS, following a memorial service, interment with full military honors took place at the Lincoln
Cemetery in Delaware on July 26, 2009; and

WHEREAS, Lance Corporal Folke provided faithful and honorable service to the people of Milford,
Delaware and the people of the United States of America; and

WHEREAS, the people of Milford, Delaware, along with his mother and father, Wendy Bradley Moore and
Dennis Moore, sister Lauren Moore and brother Dustin Moore, continue to mourn the death of Lance
Corporal Lee Ryan Folke.

NOW, THEREFORE, I, Joseph Ronnie Rogers, Mayor of the City of Milford, by the authority vested in
me, ask all Milfordians to pause for one minute to recognize the contributions made by Lance Corporal Lee
Ryan Folke and all of the Soldiers, Sailors, Airmen, Coast Guard and Marines who have died while in the
service of our nation so that we may continue to enjoy the liberties we so deeply cherish.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set
my hand and caused to be affixed the Seal of the
City of Milford, this 27" day of September 2010

Mayor Joseph Ronnie Rogers

Attest:
City Clerk Teresa K. Hudson
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PUBLIC NOTICE
City Council Annexation & Zoning Public Hearing
Annexation and Zoning Review-Lands of Walter N. Thomas 11

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that Milford City Council will hold a Public Hearing on Monday, September 27, 2010 at 7:00 p.m. in the
Joseph Ronnie Rogers Council Chambers at Milford City Hall, 201 South Walnut Street, Milford, Delaware for a final determination of
the annexation proposal and zoning request of the land situated south of State Route 14 and north of County Road 447, Kent County, legally
described as follows:

Tax Parcel 5-00-173.00-01-62.00-00001

64.362 Acres Parcel of land, Land of Walter N. Thomas, I

Current Zone AC/Proposed Zone R-3

State Route 14, North of Delaware County Road 447, Kent County, Delaware

BEGINNING for the same at a rebar and cap set at the intersection of the division line between the land conveyed by and described in a
deed from Myra H. Mcllvaine to Howard F. Morton and Phyllis Ann Morton dated July 31, 1959 and recorded in the Office of the Recorder
of Deeds in and for Kent County, Delaware in Deed Book C, Volume 22, Page 447 and the land conveyed by and described in a deed from
Walter N. Thomas to Walter N. Thomas and Walter N. Thomas Il dated November 4, 2005 and recorded in the aforesaid Office of the
Recorder of Deeds in Deed Book 2521, Page 141 with the southern right of way of Delaware Route 14, eighty foot wide, thence binding
on southern right of way of Delaware Route 14, as now surveyed, with bearings referred to the Delaware Coordinate System (NAD’83/86)

CONTAINING 64.362 acres of land, more or less, BEING part of the land conveyed by and described in a deed from Walter N. Thomas
to Walter N. Thomas and Walter N. Thomas Il dated November 4, 2005 and recorded in the Office of the Recorder of Deeds in and for
Kent County, Delaware in Deed Book 2521, Page 141. BEING currently known as Tax Map Parcel 500-17300-01-6200-00001.

Tax Parcel 5-00-173.00-01-62.02-00001

7.556 Acre Parcel of Land, Land of Walter N. Thomas, 11

Current Zone AC/Proposed Zone R-3

State Route 14, North of Delaware County Road 447, Kent County, Delaware

BEGINNING for the same at rebar and cap heretofore set on the southern right of way of Delaware Route 14, eighty foot wide, said rebar
and cap being the northeast corner of Lot 1 as shown on a plat entitled “Minor Subdivision Plan, prepared for Walter N. Thomas Il dated
October 27, 2009 and recorded in the aforesaid Office of the Recorder of Deeds in Plot Book 101, Page 96, thence binding on the outline
of Lot 1, as now surveyed, with bearings referred to the Delaware Coordinate System (NAD’83/86)

CONTAINING 7.556 acres of land, more or less, BEING part of the land conveyed by and described in a deed from Walter N. Thomas
to Walter N. Thomas and Walter N. Thomas Il dated November 4, 2005 and recorded in the Office of the Recorder of Deeds in and for
Kent County, Delaware in Deed Book 2521, Page 141. BEING ALL of Lot 1 as shown on a plat entitled “Minor Subdivision Plan,
prepared for Walter N. Thomas 11 dated October 27, 2009 and recorded in the aforesaid Office of the Recorder of Deeds in Plot Book 107,
Page 90. BEING currently known as Tax Map Parcel 5-00-17300-01-6202-000001.

This Public Hearing will allow City Council to gather community comment regarding the above-described annexation and zoning request.
A final vote may not be taken at this hearing; however, a favorable determination could result in the formal adoption of a resolution
annexing this parcel into the City of Milford following the public hearing on this date or as soon thereafter as possible.

This action is in response to the request of Legal Owner Walter N. Thomas Il dated May 4, 2010.

Notification of this Public Hearing will be published in the Milford Chronicle on August 25, 2010. Notice by first-class mail will also be
sent to property owners within 200 feet of the area proposed to be annexed.

Questions or comments should be directed to Christine Crouch in the Planning Office at 302-424-3712 Extension 308.

Terri K. Hudson, CMC
072010 City Clerk



Mr. Gary J. Norris, AICP Date: May 4, 2010

City Planner

City of Milford

201 South Walnut Street

Milford, DE 19963 Subject: Property Annexation

Dear Mr. Norris:

It is our understanding that in order to annex a property into the City of Milford; a formal
letter must be submitted to you requesting this action to take place. With this stated, and by
virtue of this letter, we hereby formally request that the property be annexed into the City of
Milford.

More specifically described, the property, located at 1335 Milford-Harrington Highway,
consists of tax parcels 62.00 and 62.02, block no. 1, as shown on tax map 173.00 in the Milford
Hundred of Kent County, Delaware. Currently the property is zoned AC in Kent County and is
comprised of 71.92 acres of land. The property is contiguous to the City of Milford municipal
boundary both to the north and south. Please refer to the enclosed City Annexation Exhibit for
additional information including bearings and distances of the subject parcels and a location
map. As indicated to you/Gary Norris via e-mails from Mr. Phillip Tolliver, P.E.; we are
requesting an R-3 zoning designation in the City of Milford. As you know, the approved City of
Milford comprehensive plan does include the subject property as an immediate annexation area.

As time is of the essence, we would respectfully ask that you expedite this process.

Should you have any questions or comments regarding this issue, please feel free to
contact Mr. Phillip Tolliver, P.E. with Morris and Ritchie Associates, Inc. at 302-326-2200.

L e
Witdess Mr. Walter N. Thomas II
Land Owner

c.c. Mr. Eric Dunn
Mr. Phillip L. Tolliver, P.E.

%3 & 0- 1S
Acd 05310 Clmwek
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Tax Parcel Number MD-00-173.00-01-62:00%100; o S L GRRE

Prepared by/Return to:
Prickett, Jones & Elliott, P.A.
11 North State Street

Dover, Delaware 19901

NO TITLE SEARCH PERFORMED OR REQUESTED

DEED

THIS DEED, Made this é /er/mﬂ day of '72%:4 , In the year of

our LORD two thousand ten (2010).

BETWEEN, WALTER N. THOMAS, II, of 1335 Milford-Harrington Highway, Milford,
Kent County, Delaware 19963, Party of the First Part,
AND
WALTER N. THOMAS, 11, of 1335 Milford-Harrington Highway, Milford, Kent County,
Delaware 19963, Party of the Second Part.

WITNESSETH, that the said Party of the First Part, for and in consideration of the sum of
Ten and 00/100 ($10.00) Dollars and other valuable consideration, lawful money of the United
States of America, the receipt whereof 1s hereby acknowledged, hereby grants and conveys unto the
said Party of the Second Part, his heirs and assigns:

ALL that certain farm, tract, piece, or parcel of land, with the improvements thereon
erected, situated in Milford Hundred, Kent County and State of Delaware, on the south side of
the public road leading from Milford to Harrington, and being more particularly described in
accordance with a recent Boundary Plat Land of Walter N. Thomas, II, prepared by Morris &
Ritchie Associates, Inc. dated May 3, 2010, as follows, to-wit:

BEGINNING for the same at a rebar and cap set at the intersection of the division line
between the land conveyed by and described in a deed from Myra H. Mcllvaine to Howard F.
Morton and Phyllis Ann Morton dated July 31, 1959 and recorded in the Office of the Recorder
of Deeds in and for Kent County, Delaware in Deed Book C, Volume 22, Page 447 and the land
conveyed by and described in a deed from Walter N. Thomas to Walter N. Thomas and Walter
N. Thomas, II, dated November 4, 2005 and recorded in the aforesaid Office of the Recorder of
Deeds in Deed Book 2521, Page 141 with the southern right of way of Delaware Route 14, eighty
foot wide, thence binding on southern right of way of Delaware Route 14, as now surveyed, with

9999.9999\430276v1



bearings referred to the Delaware Coordinate System (NAD’83/86),

ki

o

South 62° 50' 42" East 833.11 feet to a rebar and cap set at the end of the fourth or
North 40° 23' 12" East 216.01 foot line of a deed from Grace M. Thomas to Jon A.
Thomas, dated August 23, 1991 and recorded in the aforesaid Office of the Recorder
of Deeds in Deed Book H, Volume 50, Page 325, thence leaving the aforesaid
southern right of way of Delaware Route 14 and binding reversely on the fourth, third
and part of the second lines of said deed, the following three courses, viz:

South 34° 44' 24" West 216.04 feet to a rebar and cap set,

South 50° 16' 32" East 115.08 feet to a pin and cap (Adams Kemp) heretofore set,
and

North 33° 15' 46" East 176.56 feet to a one inch pipe heretofore set at the end of
the second or North 53° 30" 00" West 209.79 foot line of a deed from Jardevtan
Corporation to Patricia M. Marney, dated August 29, 2005 and recorded in the
aforesaid Office of the Recorder of Deeds in Deed Book 2375, Page 094, thence
binding reversely on the second and first lines of the last mentioned deed, the
following two courses, Vviz:

South 59° 28' 22" East 210.00 feet to a rebar heretofore set, and,

North 38° 06' 38" East 68.69 feet to a rebar and cap set on the aforesaid southern
right of way of Delaware Route 14, thence binding on the southern right of way of
Delaware Route 14,

By a non-tangent curve to the right with a radius of 3397.87 feet and an arc length
of 335.20 feet, said curve being subtended by a chord bearing South 55° 57' 09" East
335.07 feet to a rebar and cap set at the end of the fourth or North 60° 57' 00" East
185.32 foot line of a deed from Polly Hudson to Polly O’Day and Thomas O’Day
dated February 17, 2006 and recorded in the aforesaid Office of the Recorder of
Deeds in Deed Book 2770, Page 302, thence binding reversely on said fourth line,

South 34° 04' 53" West 189.69 feet, thence binding in or near the center of a ditch,
the following seventeen courses, viz:

South 32° 56' 39" West 9.00 feet,

9999.9999\430276v1



13

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

22.

23,

24.

25.

26.

South 36° 27' 16" West 51.77 feet,

South 38° 29' 07" West 65.98 feet,

South 36° 37' 41" West 48.90 feet,

South 34° 05' 59" West 61.05 feet,

South 27° 13' 27" West 37.39 feet,

South 21° 42' 17" East 77.94 feet,

South 30° 53" 41" West 71.70 feet,

South 47° 36' 00" West 43.38 feet,

South 49° 53' 24" West 69.97 feet,

South 47° 55' 06" West 69.19 feet,

South 74° 09' 47" West 37.17 feet,

South 47° 00" 07" West 94.01 feet,

South 33° 44' 05" West 66.74 feet,

South 30° 33' 37" West 62.79 feet,

South 31° 20" 18" West 58.11 feet,

South 47° 48' 37" West 161.09 feet to the end of the fourth or South 34° 26' 35"
East 95.21 foot line of a deed from Walter N. Thomas to Jeffrey A. Thomas and
Nancy J. Thomas, dated March 17, 2003 and recorded in the aforesaid Office of the
Recorder of Deeds in Deed Book 532, Page 030, thence binding reversely on the

fourth, third, and in part on the third lines of the last mentioned deed, the following
three courses, viz:

North 38° 12' 32" West 95.21 feet,

9999.99994430276v1



27. North 30° 51' 16" West 72.69 feet, and

28. South 14° 11' 36" West 774.23 feet to the center of County Road 447, thence
binding in the center of County Road 447,

29. South 84° 32' 03" West 1295.05 feet to a boundary line agreement between the
said land of Walter N. Thomas and Walter N. Thomas, II and the land conveyed and
described in a deed from Wayne L. Hill to Wayne L. Hill, Trustee under the
Revocable Trust Agreement of Wayne L. Hill dated 12/18/95, dated December 18,
1995 and recorded in the aforesaid Office of the Recorder of Deeds in Deed Book
153, Page 274. thence binding on the boundary agreement line,

30. North 14° 56' 54" East 2255.01 feet to a % inch pipe heretofore set at a common
corner for the said land of Walter N. Thomas and Walter N. Thomas, II and the land
conveyed by and described in a deed from David E. Baker and Shirley A. Baker to
Robert E. Southard, III and Jeanette Ann Southard, dated May 5, 1976 and recorded
in the aforesaid Office of the Recorder of Deeds in Deed Book R. Volume 30, Page
143, thence binding in part on the land of Robert E. Southard, III and Jeanette Ann
Southard and binding in part on the land described and conveyed in a deed from
Willard E. Zook and Virginina Zook to Donald L. Brittingham and Margaret E.
Brittingham, dated June 21, 1984 and recorded in the aforesaid Office of the
Recorder of Deeds in Deed Book L,. Volume 39, Page 264 and binding in part on the
aforesaid land of Howard F. Morton and Phyllis Ann Morton,

31. South 62° 52' 18" East 256.08 feet, thence binding reversely on the second or
South 35° 30" West 430 foot line of the aforesaid Howard F. Morton and Phyllis Ann
Morton deed,

32.  North 27° 07" 42" East 422.47 feet, to the place of beginning.
CONTAINING 71.918 acres of land, more or less.

EXCEPTING THEREOUT AND THEREFROM the following described lands and
premises:

ALL that certain lot, piece or parcel of land with the improvements thereon erected,
situate, lying, and being in Milford Hundred, Kent County, State of Delaware; being all of Lot #1
as shown on a Minor Subdivision Survey Plan of Walter N. Thomas, Il prepared by Adams-
Kemp Associates, Inc., Professional Land Surveyors, dated September 24, 2009, revised on

9999.9999\430276v1



October 14, 2009 and October 27, 2009, and recorded on November 25, 2009 in the Office of the
Recorder of Deeds, in and for Kent County, Dover, Delaware, in Plot Book 107, Page 90, and
being more particularly described as follows, to-wit:

BEGINNING for the same at rebar and cap heretofore set on the southern right of way of
Delaware Route 14, eighty foot wide, said rebar and cap being the northeast corner of Lot 1 as
shown on a plat entitled “Minor Subdivision Plan, prepared for, Walter N. Thomas, II, dated
October 27, 2009 and recorded in the aforesaid Office of the Recorder of Deeds in Plot Book
107, Page 90, thence binding on the outline of Lot 1, as now surveyed, with bearings referred to

the Delaware Coordinate System (NAD’83/86),
1. South 34° 44' 24" West 216.04 feet to a rebar heretofore set,
2. South 50° 16' 32" East 115.08 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore set,

3 South 35° 10' 24" West 511.09 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore
set,

4. North 46° 57' 53" West 277.57 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore
set,

5. North 12° 05' 37" West 358.28 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore
set,

6. North 19° 39' 12" East 192.30 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore set,

7. North 27° 21' 26" East 201.23 feet to intersect the aforesaid southern right of way
of Delaware Route 14, thence binding on the southern right of way of Delaware Route

14,
8. South 62° 50' 42" East 505.54 feet to the place of beginning.
CONTAINING 7.556 acres of land, more or less.
The above premises are conveyed subject to covenants, conditions and restrictions of
record, if any; such state of facts as an accurate survey and inspection of the premises will disclose,

the operation and effect of any zoning laws, building restrictions imposed by public authority, and
easements and public utility grants of record.

9999.9999\430276v1



AND BEING part of the same lands and premises which were conveyed unto Walter N.
Thomas and Walter N. Thomas, II, as joint tenants with the right of survivorship and not as
tenants in common, by Deed of Walter N. Thomas, dated November 4, 2005 and recorded in the
Office of the Recorder of Deeds in and for Kent County, Dover, Delaware in Record BK-RE Vol.
2521, Page 141, Instrument Number 2005-34864. The said Walter N. Thomas departed this life
on May 31, 2006 whereupon the said Walter N. Thomas, II became seized of the fee title in and
to said lands and premises as surviving tenant by the entirety.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the said Party of the First Part has hereunto set his hand and
seal the day and year aforesaid.

Signed, Sealed & Delivered
In the Presence of:

Walter N. Thomas, II

STATE OF DELAWARE
SS:

COUNTY OF KENT A

BE IT REMEMBERED, that on this H t day of ‘77%2:4 , A.D. 2010,
personally came before me, the Subscriber, a Notary Public for the Sl@fe and County aforesaid,
Walter N. Thomas, II, party to this Indenture, known to me personally to be such, and he has
acknowledged this Indenture to be his act and deed.

GIVEN under my hand and seal of office, the day and year aforesaid.

3 uilllllu,,
R Rl W~
; MWLE/\ fac //,5“. 5-\’@" %

vy PUBI S/ oy, 0%
Name of Notary Public:  Shacon L YacocK Sh! mee } =
e s = = o s
Commission expires : 10-93 - \\ 20l :’:‘BL?\\ &
e
7,
ST
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Kent County, Delaware

KENT COUNTY, DELAWARE

PROPERTY INFORMATION

Planning and Building Permits Information

Reference #

MD MILFORD HUNDRED

Card#1 of 1

Page 1 of 3

555 Bay Road, Dover, Delaware 19901-3615 [ > e O W
(302) 744-2300 -- FAX (302) 736-2279 -0C 1.0 A
"Serving Kent County With Pride" “) b} Q\ @

Location ID 26506 Map Number 5-00-17300-01-6200-00001
Tax ID 26506 Deed BVP D 5402 0057 IS 0024 0260 D 2521 0141
Parcel ID 33105 Property P - PROPERTY

Code

Current Owner
THOMAS, WALTER N. II
1335 MILFORD-HARRINGTON HWY

Property Location
1335 MILFORD HARRINGTON HWY
MILFORD , DE 19963

MILFORD, DE 19963 Zoning AC Acres 67.30
Additional Owner
Sub-Division
| Sales History | ILiv.Sq.Ft  |[720.0000
| Date | ‘ Price I r Assessment HTotal Rooms |
| sm2n0 || 10| [Land I 56.200] [Bedrooms |
| 0/00/00 || 0| [Buildings || 2,500/ [Full Bath |
Total [l 58.700| [Half Bath |
mx Balance H .00 ] |Last Billing Detail —H] Iisu)r\“ifarm Info ]
|Scwcr Balance | ‘ .00] [Sewcr Account # | [- 00 ]
INeighborhood # (00500  ||Coordinates | 0486261 E 0337517 N |
ILand Use J |L0t Dimensions |
[Living Units | School District |40 |[MILFORD |
Class |[Residen | [Fire District |52 ||[HOUSTON |
IPlat Book Pg ] |00000 I ISewcr District 1100 | [NONE I
[Topography |[Level  ||[Ambulance District |[42  ||CARLISLE (MILFORD)|
iStreet or Road ] |Paved I ITrash District |
[Fronting | [Residen ||ﬂ;ht District ]
[Improvement HTRA[LERI ITax Ditches | INONE |
http://400.co.kent.de.us/cgi-bin/web001cl?MAPPIN=5-00-17300-01-6200-00001 5/14/2010
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Tax Parcel Number MD-00-173.00-01-62"02-66012 2010 at  01:02

Prepared by/Return to:
Prickett, Jones & Elliott, P.A.
11 North State Street

Dover, Delaware 19901

NO TITLE SEARCH PERFORMED OR REQUESTED

DEED

THIS DEED, Made this £ /mnéﬁ day of  #¥/a« , in the year of
our LORD two thousand ten (2010). !

BETWEEN, WALTER N. THOMAS, II, of 1335 Milford-Harrington Highway, Milford,
Kent County, Delaware 19963, Party of the First Part,

AND

WALTER N. THOMAS, II, of 1335 Milford-Harrington Highway, Milford, Kent County,
Delaware 19963, Party of the Second Part.

WITNESSETH, that the said Party of the First Part, for and in consideration of the sum of
Ten and 00/100 ($10.00) Dollars and other valuable consideration, lawful money of the United
States of America, the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, hereby grants and conveys unto the
said Party of the Second Part, his heirs and assigns:

ALL that certain lot, piece or parcel of land with the improvements thereon erected,
situate, lying, and being in Milford Hundred, Kent County, State of Delaware; being all of Lot #1
as shown on a Minor Subdivision Survey Plan of Walter N. Thomas, II prepared by Adams-
Kemp Associates, Inc., Professional Land Surveyors, dated September 24, 2009, revised on
October 14, 2009 and October 27, 2009, and recorded on November 25, 2009 in the Office of the
Recorder of Deeds, in and for Kent County, Dover, Delaware, in Plot Book 107, Page 90, and
being more particularly described as follows, to-wit:

BEGINNING for the same at rebar and cap heretofore set on the southern right of way of
Delaware Route 14, eighty foot wide, said rebar and cap being the northeast corner of Lot 1 as
shown on a plat entitled “Minor Subdivision Plan, prepared for, Walter N. Thomas, II, dated
October 27, 2009 and recorded in the aforesaid Office of the Recorder of Deeds in Plot Book

9999.9999\430276v1



107, Page 90, thence binding on the outline of Lot 1, as now surveyed, with bearings referred to
the Delaware Coordinate System (NAD’83/86),

(& South 34° 44' 24" West 216.04 feet to a rebar heretofore set,
2. South 50° 16' 32" East 115.08 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore set,

3. South 35° 10' 24" West 511.09 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore
set,

4. North 46° 57' 53" West 277.57 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore
set,

5. North 12° 05' 37" West 358.28 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore
set,

6. North 19° 39' 12" East 192.30 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore set,

7. North 27° 21' 26" East 201.23 feet to intersect the aforesaid southern right of way
of Delaware Route 14, thence binding on the southern right of way of Delaware Route
14,

8. South 62° 50" 42" East 505.54 feet to the place of beginning.

CONTAINING 7.556 acres of land, more or less.

The above premises are conveyed subject to covenants, conditions and restrictions of
record, if any; such state of facts as an accurate survey and inspection of the premises will disclose,
the operation and effect of any zoning laws, building restrictions imposed by public authority, and
easements and public utility grants of record.

AND BEING part of the same lands and premises which were conveyed unto Walter N.
Thomas and Walter N. Thomas, II, as joint tenants with the right of survivorship and not as
tenants in common, by Deed of Walter N. Thomas, dated November 4, 2005 and recorded in the
Office of the Recorder of Deeds in and for Kent County, Dover, Delaware in Record BK-RE Vol.
2521, Page 141, Instrument Number 2005-34864. The said Walter N. Thomas departed this life
on May 31, 2006 whereupon the said Walter N. Thomas, II became seized of the fee title in and
to said lands and premises as surviving tenant by the entirety.

9999.9999\430276v1




IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the said Party of the First Part has hereunto set his hand and
seal the day and year aforesaid.

Signed, Sealed & Delivered
In the Presence of:

; - gy
2 s"./-'{f.' r, %/ %)

Walter N. Thomas, II

STATE OF DELAWARE
SS:
COUNTY OF KENT
BE IT REMEMBERED, that on this [/th day of 77?\Q3£ , AD. 2010,

personally came before me, the Subscriber, a Notary Public for the Stale and County aforesaid,
Walter N. Thomas, II, party to this Indenture, known to me personally to be such, and he has
acknowledged this Indenture to be his act and deed.

GIVEN under my hand and seal of office, the day and year aforesaid.

P > /l"n. w97,

. SN Exge, O
Name of Notary Public:_Sharen L Yacock §:§; TAR, -'."‘%":
Commission expires jo-322 - |\ E"’: - ;7*5
e AUBLC© s
2N oSS

'.-,"7,2\ 0-22- § Y'\.;-

%,, OF DEV W

""'lmaut\“\
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Kent County, Delaware

Reference #

Location ID 104058
Tax ID
Parcel ID 103194

Current Owner
THOMAS, WALTER N. II

1335 MILFORD-HARRINGTON HWY

[ IF QR
13420)

KENT COUNTY, DELAWARE

555 Bay Road, Dover, Delaware 19901-3615
(302) 744-2300 -- FAX (302) 736-2279

"Serving Kent County With Pride"

PROPERTY INFORMATION

Planning and Building Permits Information

MD MILFORD HUNDRED
Map Number 5-00-17300-01-6202-00001

Card#1 of |

Deed BVP D 5402 0064 IS 0024 0260 D 2521 0141
Property pROPERTY
Code

Property Location
MILFORD HARRINGTON HWY
MILFORD , DE 19963

MILFORD, DE 19963 Zoning AC Acres 7.60

Additional Owner

Sub-Division

| Sales History | ILiv.Sq.Ft  ][1.292.0000 ]

[ Date H Price ” Assessment HTotaI Rooms H6 |

[ 51210 | 10| |[Land || 13.900| [Bedrooms 3 |

| 1115005 || 0| Buildings || 18.000| [Full Bath | [1 |
Total || 31,900 [Half Bath |

[Tax Balance I .00 | [Last Billing Detail | |History] [Farm Info |

ISewer Balance | l .00| IScwcr Account # | |- 00 [

INeighborhood # 1100500 | [Coordinates | 0486712 E 0338280 N |

|Land Use | |1 | |Lot Dimensions |

[Living Units |INO | [School District [40  ||MILFORD |

Class ||[Residen  ||Fire District |52 |[HOUSTON |

[Plat Book Pg [[0107 0090 ||Sewer District [loo |[NONE |

[Topography |[Level ||Ambulance District |[42  ||CARLISLE (MILFORD)|

|Street or Road | [Paved |[Trash District \

[Fronting | [Residen | [Light District |

Improvement | IMPROVED [Tax Ditches | INONE |

http://400.co.kent.de.us/cgi-bin/web001cI?MAPPIN=5-00-17300-01-6202-00001
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CITY OF MILFORD
PLANNING COMMISSION
Minutes of Meeting
August 17, 2010

The regular monthly meeting of the Milford Planning Commission was held in the Joseph
Ronnie Rogers Council Chambers, 201 South Walnut Street, Milford, DE 19963 on Tuesday
evening, August 17, 2010.

PRESIDING: Chairman Charles Rini

IN ATTENDANCE: Commissioners Kim Stevenson, Marvin Sharp, George Pilla, Jamie Burk,
Archie Campbell

ALSO: City Planner Gary J. Norris, AICP, and Recording Secretary Christine
Crouch

Mr. Rini called the meeting to order at 7:06 pm noting Mrs. McColley and Mr. Gleysteen were
absent.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES
The minutes for the June 2010 planning commission regular monthly meeting were approved as
submitted with a motion by Mrs. Stevenson that was seconded by Mr. Campbell.

CHAIRMAN MONTHLY REPORT

Mr. Rini informed the commission he has attended the council meetings since the last Planning
Commission meeting and was pleased to announce Mrs. McColley, Mr. Gleysteen and Mr.
Campbell’s commission appointments were renewed. At this time the one vacant position has
not been filled. He further noted City Council is reviewing the lighting ordinance and the
billboard ordinance as well as discussing a redistricting of the wards. He also noted he attended
a recent Annexation Committee Meeting for the Thomas property, which is on the agenda this
evening.

Mrs. McColley arrived at 7:09 pm.
With no objection from the commission, Mr. Rini changed the order of the agenda.

NEW BUSINESS
Annexation of land of Walter N. Thomas, I1; Project No 10-145
Review and Recommendation of Zoning for Annexation
71.92 +/- Acres whose north right of way line fronts Milford-Harrington Highway,
also known as State Rt 14, whose south right of way line fronts Holly Hill Road
Tax Map MD-00-173.00-01-62.00, MD-00-173.00-01-62.02; Currently AR District,
Proposed R-3 District
Adoption of Resolution PC10-014; Adoption of Ordinance 2010-13



Via the overhead projection system, Mr. Norris provided map 14a from the
Comprehensive Plan and located the Thomas property. He further described the
proposed zoning, per the Comp Plan, as moderate residential zoning.

Mr. Gleysteen arrived at 7:10 pm.

Phil Tolliver of Morris Ritchie Associates was present to represent the applicant. With
him tonight is Mr. Eric Dunn with Hickory Glenn LLC, the equitable owner and
developer. Mr. Tolliver expressed his honor for the turn out noted he met and spoke
with many of the attendees at the annexation committee meeting last month. He
described the annexation process as fairly long since he first spoke with Mr. Norris
about this property about two years ago. The annexation petition was submitted on July
1, 2010.

As the first step of the annexation process, the property had to be identified as a
potentially annexed parcel in the City’s Comprehensive Plan, which was approved in
2008.

Mr. Tolliver worked on the Amberwood project on Holly Hill Rd, which is very
nearby, and is aware public utilities are available to the Thomas property. There is a
pump station on Holly Hill Rd which could easily accommodate the future sewage flow
from the Thomas property. In addition, there is a sizeable water main in Rt 14 very
close to this property which could be extended in the future. Therefore the
infrastructure is in place to support this request. Additionally, the Comprehensive Plan
was approved with a zoning designation which is consistent with an R3 zone.

The second step would be the annexation committee meeting, which met on July 19,
2010. After reviewing the information, they recommended to proceed with the
annexation request. The third step of the annexation process is tonight, meeting before
the Planning Commission to discuss zoning. After tonight is the fourth step, the City
Council meeting.

During the annexation committee meeting, there were a lot of good points brought up
that Mr. Tolliver wanted to review tonight.

The property is basically surrounded by high density uses, for example the Fry Farm
(Homestead) on the north is a PUD with a mixed use component of various uses that
include condo and single family dwellings. That was previously approved. To the
south is Amberwood which is townhouses and to the southwest is BAC which is
industrial.



Two years ago, when the developer started looking at the property, the initial thought
was to develop in the county and not go through the annexation process, which still
could be done, however that doesn’t make sense. The property is so close to the city,
and now it’s in the future annexation area, and so a project that close to the city would
surely influence the city. The impacts would be seen. If the project was done in the
county, you wouldn’t have any say so over land use aspects, would not receive any tax
impact benefit, and no impact fees associated with the water hook up or sewer hook
ups, but yet the project would still exist.

The developer has talked to Artesian and Tidewater and they would be very, very
willing to serve a property like this with their own public infrastructure, as they do all
over the state of Delaware as the city knows. Obtaining water and sewer would
certainly be doable. Under Kent County’s Code, it spells out how a project can be
served by public sewer and as long as you’re within 1000 of the growth zone of a
municipality, we could also receive county sewer for the project. But yet again, the
City would not realize the benefits of the impact fees. The point Mr. Tolliver is trying
to make is that they did think of doing this in the county, and it could be done by right,
and could get public utilities to it. But again, it makes infinitely more sense to talk to
the city about annexation not only because it’s the right thing to do but also because
obviously he is hoping for more design flexibility in the City’s Code versus the County
Code.

One of the other things the developer has talked about is there are a lot of units that
have been approved in the City over the last five years. The pinnacle of the housing
market took place somewhere around 2004 or 2005, beginning of 2006, and then things
started to tail off drastically. So we are in a much different place now as opposed to
back then. And although there are a lot of units recorded, there is one thing that sets
this developer apart from somebody else. He is here in 2010 and the units that were
approved back when land was purchased at 2005/2006 real estate prices are different.
Mr. Tolliver cited the Kennedy Farm and the Fry Farm (Homestead). In both cases, the
purchase of property was in 2005/2006 real estate prices. The property cannot be
developed, build the infrastructure needed, and then sell units without going bankrupt
because the project is just upside down. The developer and the equitable owner worked
with this property owner, Mr. Thomas, to arrive at a more reasonable acquisition price
that’s reflective of reality today. That ultimately gets translated to more affordable
product at the end which increases the likelihood of a successful project because people
can actually afford to buy there.

The other thing that Mr. Tolliver wanted to point out that the City has going for them,
which is something not for the Counties. In the county, they have five year sunset laws.
This is where if construction is not initiated within five years of recording the record
plat, the plats are then expunged. While he is not sure that is constitutionally legal, that



is what the county code states. Point being, there was a lot of activity going on in 2004,
2005, 2006 where the numbers are not going to work now in 2010.

Another item discussed at the annexation committee meeting was a successful project,
which is what everyone wants. To make this project successful it must have flexibility.
That is absolutely vital. Rigidity these days just absolutely leads to a failed project.
This is a fairly sizable project, being 72 acres, and will be developed over an extended
period of time, in a number of phases. Right now, the developer is not sure what is
going to be done on the property. It could be whatever... a mixed use project, so long
as it is consistent with what is being requested, which is the R-3 zoning. The actual
breakdown of the types of units - apartments, townhouses, single family - the developer
just does not know at this point. Further, the developer is not far enough into the
review process to even discuss it. That is a whole separate process that the project will
go through that involves preliminary and final review. Right now, tonight, we are only
discussing the annexation. He feels they must be able to respond to market conditions
in the future though, so if the developer starts building a product and the market doesn’t
respond well to it, the developer needs to be able to shift gears and change the product.
The only zoning designation that gives the developer the flexibility to do that is the R-
3. Any other zoning designation is a deal killer and they cannot move forward in an R-
1 or R-2 district.

Mr. Rini thanked Mr. Tolliver for his presentation and reminded the audience and
commission the issue at hand tonight is strictly regarding the recommended zoning.

Mr. Norris asked Mr. Tolliver if the project were to be developed in Kent County under
the existing zoning classification, how many units would be permitted? Mr. Tolliver
replied it would depend on what kind of project it is. Without knowing that, he can’t
answer. When asked if the same number could be built if developed in the county, Mr.
Tolliver replied certainly not. The main reason for developing in the city is the design
flexibility the city’s zoning code allows for. When asked what a ball park figure would
be, Mr. Tolliver was unsure.

Mr. Norris requested a detailed explanation of “design flexibility”. Mr. Tolliver
explained the city code allows for greater density. The state discourages sprawl, which
is why the density is greater in municipalities. The developer also has greater
flexibility in lot sizes.

When asked what the estimated selling price for different types of units would be, Mr.
Tolliver was unsure. It will depend on the market at the time of sale, whatever the
market could bear.



Mr. Norris asked Mr. Tolliver if he was familiar with the City’s open space ordinances.
Mr. Tolliver replied that whatever code is in place at the time of the approval process
the project will be in full compliance with.

Mr. Rini opened the floor to the commissioners.

Mr. Campbell noted the 768 units referenced in the annexation committee report. If the
developer is unsure what will be built, where did the unit count come from? Mr.
Tolliver replied the number was determined based on the highest possible density,
which would be an apartment complex for the entire site. That would be worst case
scenario.

Mr. Campbell recalled Mr. Tolliver’s comments regarding R-1 and R-2 not being
suitable and asked why. Mr. Tolliver felt the R-1 and R-2 locks the developer into a
specific lot count, with specific requirements for the lot size, which may not be what
the market wants. R-3 allows for single family, townhouses, and apartments, with
flexibility on lot sizes.

Mr. Tolliver referred to another project in Georgetown where about 40% of the
residents are coming from the Milford area. After doing research of the apartment
complexes in the Milford area, he found most were older, filled up, and did not offer
any types of amenities.

Mr. Campbell felt the new open space ordinance could limit the amount of units the site
can develop. Mr. Tolliver confirmed that may be the case.

Mr. Campbell felt most of the people in the audience are concerned about the proposed
density. He felt if Mr. Tolliver could offer more information on what is being thought
of in the future for this project, the surrounding property owners would be less
concerned. To come to the meetings and say “I really don’t know what we’re going to
put there” is not an answer for these neighbors.

Mr. Tolliver replied there is not any Section 8 housing project proposed, the market
will try to be captured as best as it can. Mr. Dunn called Mr. Tolliver to the side.

Mrs. Stevenson reminded the commission they cannot worry about what they might put
there, they can’t even care, because the commission has to worry about what anyone
could build there if annexed as an R-3. As has been done in the past, the property could
be annexed as an R-3, sell the property, and the development comes in crammed at
capacity. The city could only say “ok” because it’s compliant with the code.



Mr. Campbell was uncomfortable with no answer basically, for what’s planned for the
72 acres.

Mr. Rini agreed with Mrs. Stevenson. The commission is concerned with the density
only. We are not looking at the development.

Mr. Burk agreed with Mrs. Stevenson. No one knows who will end up developing the
property.

Mr. Tolliver stated the developer would be willing to have the annexation agreement
include statements prohibiting section 8 or low income housing. In addition, the
annexation agreement will include a cap of 768 units. That would alleviate issues with
another developer coming in and putting as much as possible on the land in the future,
should the property be sold.

Mr. Rini again wanted to make a clarification that the annexation agreement is not
being discussed. The development of the property is not up for discussion. The zoning
is what the commission is here for. Mr. Rini does not want the people in the audience
thinking the commission can change what is in an annexation agreement.

Mrs. McColley stated she is sure Mr. Tolliver does a fine product or they wouldn’t be
in business in this day and age, but the commission has to play devil’s advocate, the
what if scenario. She is a proponent of the people that live there now live there for a
reason- because they enjoy the area and the quality of their life is just as important as
the quality of life for the people coming into the city, so safety is number one. She
realizes a traffic impact study probably has not been done, but that is a very heavily
traveled road which is her main concern. Mr. Tolliver’s willingness to accommodate
wider streets to allow for backed up traffic that can’t get onto Rt 14 is important. Mrs.
McColley asked Mr. Tolliver what reassurances he can offer that everything will be
addressed, because quite frankly she doesn’t care if 1 or 1001 houses are built. If they
are not desirable and people don’t feel it’s quality living they won’t buy, which means
there no sense in building it. She doesn’t mean to be dramatic about it, but she is
concerned about the residents we already have.

Mr. Tolliver stated we all want a successful project and this is only the annexation
phase. The next phase is the site plan process, which is where the traffic impact study
will be done, and identify what impacts any site will have. The City requires that
impact study, so that will be done. Any failing intersections and roadways in the area
will then be identified and fixed. Not only would the developer have to do that, but
they would want to do that because if it’s not easy to get in and out of a neighborhood,
they just won’t move there which won’t do anyone any good. So, the assurance is that
the City’s code requires it.



Mrs. McColley asked what would happen if the traffic impact study indicated the area

can’t handle the R-3 density. If the study indicates in order to accommodate that kind

of density major expenses have to be incurred to repair or improve intersections and/or
roadways in order to develop the property.

Mr. Tolliver stated he has been doing this for 23 years and this is something he goes
through with every single project. Public safety is first. All of those elaborate studies
will be done, because the code requires them, but we are not at that stage right now
with the annexation of the property.

Mrs. McColley referred to amenities Mr. Tolliver had mentioned earlier. She asked if
that was part of the plans as well. Mr. Tolliver stated the project needs to be one that is
different from the others. Amenities, the developer feels, is just one way to capture the
market and have a successful project.

With no further questions from the planning commissioners, Mr. Rini opened the floor
to public comment.

Carolyn Hill, resides at 1243 Holly Hill Rd, stated her farm abuts this project which is
also in the City’s comprehensive plan for possible annexation. Mark it off. She is
totally opposed to R-3. She wants a definition of R-1 and R-2. Mr. Norris replied R-1
allows for single family detached dwellings and R-2 allows for that as well and
conditional uses for duplexes. R-3 allows for single family dwellings, duplexes and
townhouses and garden apartments. Ms. Hill stated again she is opposed to R-3. Her’s
is a working farm, they spread chicken manure, there are 12-14 poultry houses within a
mile to a mile and a half, there’s a dairy farm nearby, crop dusters drop in at 6 o’clock
in the morning to spray her crops, the traffic is horrendous on Rt 14 and getting worse
on Holly Hill, there’s the traffic from BAC, school buses, poultry trucks and a lot of the
farmers use that back road so they don’t back up traffic on Rt 14. Basically that’s all
she has to say because she plans on continuing to work the farm but she is concerned.
Mr. Thomas has the right to annex it into the City, but as far as zoning, everyone is
concerned with high density and she wants to know what kind of barrier will be
between the properties so she doesn’t have to look at houses instead of crops growing.

Kay Jester, resides at 1723 Holly Hill Rd, stated her neighbor has a lot of good points.
She is right on the border of the property. She’s lived there 46 years and doesn’t want
to live on City property. This is not prime place for a good standard of living. The
Fry’s have 100,000 chicken houses, that wasn’t mentioned. The Hill’s have 50,000
plus. They air out the chicken houses for weeks and it smells terrible. It’s country, it’s
farm land, it’s chicken house territory and that’s what it should remain. She doesn’t
think the standard of living for housing should come to that immediate area.



Nancy Lehman, owner of 1763 Holly Hill Rd, stated the Thomas farm is right behind
her property. There are wood behind her house and its habitat for wild life. Most likely
that would go because a lot of it is on the Thomas property. She can see it
disappearing. She does not want to be annexed into the city whatsoever. She prefers
the electric coop she is in, it’s run by the people who belong to it, and the price is pretty
consistent and according to what the people desire. She has a well and prefers it. She
does not want to go to the utilities of the City. The cost would definitely increase. She
thinks the gentleman who presented the project referred to other failed projects. We
can see them all around. Airport Road for one, Fry farm is another. She thinks this
property was proposed for annexation about 14 years ago. Ms. Lehman stated the City
tried to get her property in the City before. The Mispillion condos have come and
gone. The Walnut Street property too. She thinks if the developer wanted to work with
some properties, they would start with ones in the process already. There have been a
lot of illegalities with some of the properties surrounding and in Milford and she would
be concerned with that. What is the purpose of the town? It is to increase the tax base.
Now that would be something along with the economic effect that she would feel as a
senior citizen would affect her income. She does not feel the services of the City are
comparable to what she is getting now.

Mr. Rini replied the City does not go out and annex property. We accept requests to be
annexed. If a property owner does not formally request to be annexed, that property
will not be annexed. Mrs. Lehman stated there was an attempt to do that though but she
was just newcomer at that time. Mr. Rini again reiterated the City does not seek
annexation. Annexation requests are submitted to the City by the property owners.

Patricia Marney, owner of 1263 Milford Harrington Hwy, stated she is two doors down
from the Thomas’ and is very good friends with them. She has no problem whatsoever
with annexing. Her concern is how the annexation will affect her property. If the
Thomas property is annexed, does that mean her property will be taken over by the
proposed project, will she have to hook into city water and sewer or is there an option
to stay on septic and well?

Walter Thomas, owner of 1335 Milford-Harrington Hwy, stated there are a lot of
concerns about density and all that and the way he looks at it is that most of the people
here have children, those children grow up and need a place to live, they have children,
they grow up and need a place to live. He can understand the neighbors not wanting it
in their back yard, but if it’s not in their back yard, whose back yard is it gonna be in?
People have to live somewhere. The property is within the comprehensive plan that
Milford approved.



Noel Primos, owner of 144 Church Hill Rd, thanked the commission for the
opportunity to speak. He lives fairly close to the subject property and his concern,
along with many here, is the density that’s possible with the R-3 and the uncertainty of
that. Even if there is a restriction on the number of units, that would be an extremely
high density and the Homestead project when it was proposed, was proposed for many
fewer units, but the property is zoned for much higher. He is unsure of the exact status
of that project. With the zoning on the Fry property, over 3000 units could have been
put in there. So that 3000 there, 768 on the Thomas property, and with the traffic
problems currently present on the Milford Harrington Hwy without these two major
developments, if the properties were to be developed with this density there would be
extreme traffic problems. Mr. Primos lives on Church Hill Rd, which along with
Canterbury Rd and Milford Harrington Hwy, there would be extreme problems if this
density is allowed. He asks the commission consider a different zoning that would
limit the density. He appreciates his quality of life in this area, as Mrs. McColley
pointed out. It is predominantly rural and allowing developments of this density will
drastically change it.

Mr. Norris added the Fry property was granted a conditional use for a planned
residential development and believes the maximum density was around 1100 units, not
3000. Mr. Primos wants to know if that project is dead, can a developer come back and
revise the plans? Mr. Norris replied whoever owns the land would have to submit a
proposal and would have to be recommended by Planning Commission and approved
by City Council. Again, Mr. Primos’ concern is that revision could be approved in the
future to allow the higher number, up to or more than 3000 units could conceivably be
allowed on that property. Mr. Norris replied on paper it may be possible, but in
practicality it’s almost impossible.

Jon Thomas, owner of 1309 Milford Harrington Hwy, stated he is in favor of the
annexation request with the proposed density reflected in the Comprehensive Plan.

Clifford Lindale, owner of 711 Milford Harrington Hwy, stated he was born and raised
in Milford. He has lived there 30 years. One of the biggest changes he has seen is
being able to have access to Rt 14. It has unbelievably changed. The Canterbury light
helped. He doesn’t know that two or three or four more lights would help. What it did
do was took the cars and sorta bunched them up. So when the light changes, it’s like
grapes, they come in bunches. Between the bunches, he can get out of his driveway.
Honest to goodness its horrible. Sometimes 50-60 cars go by before he can get out.
That doesn’t bother him too awful bad because he’s retired and he can get out
eventually. Coming home is a different story. If you want to make a left turn to get
into your driveway, you have to wait for a couple of bunches of grapes to go by.
Delmarva RV is coming and going at the same time, and he’s just trying to get home
and is just thankful once he gets off that road and into his driveway. It is really getting



that bad. Before he would like to see a high density development, he would like to see
a dual highway come through there. It’s a pathetic situation. Cars locking up their
brakes and veering into the shoulder. If he were younger he might think about moving
to get out of it. The gentlemen who spoke first referred to wonderful access the site
has, but if he came and lived at his house for awhile he may change his mind about that.
Mr. Lindale said he is not again growth and development, but Rt 14 traffic is just a bad
situation.

Robert Southard, owner of 1539 Milford Harrington Hwy, stated his property adjoins
Mr. Thomas’ property. He has a lot of concerns people have already mentioned but he
understands the City already has 6000 plus available units to be developed. He doesn’t
think we actually need this development. Maybe 50 years from now, but not in his
lifetime. He has a lot of concerns about the property. They want up to 768 units. In
that 72 acres, there is also a pond and some wetlands. If there is a berm or barrier along
the property, that takes away a lot of acreage. That leaves the stuffing of a lot of units
into a smaller space. Another concern is that if this property is annexed in and his well
goes bad, he doesn’t to hook into city sewer. In other words, the city is telling him
what he has to do. So the city is taking away his freedoms. His feeling is the developer
wants to be annexed so he can have more control over the land and get higher density.
If he doesn’t get into the city, the density won’t be as high. The developer’s only
concern is to make money on the whole deal.

William Walls, Jr., owner of 2176 Milford Harrington Hwy, stated he wanted to
basically address the zoning of R-3 because that’s what we’re here for tonight. We’ve
heard a lot of comments from a lot of citizens in the area regarding what is proposed
and the density, and we cannot doubt their sincerity. What is really being dealt with is
what is best for the community. The developer wants an R-3 zoning in order to have
flexibility, but the city has to have the flexibility to what is best for the community.
The community is not just defined by the boundaries of the city, but also the
surrounding areas and those that visit the city. While he is unsure what the density of
Mr. Fry’s property is, he assumes if there are 1100 units, it must be about 3-5 units per
acre. Mr. Norris felt it was about 10-11 units per acre. Mr. Walls stated the math
doesn’t add up. 72 acres, take away the open space, take away the retention ponds, take
out the roads, take out easements, take out sidewalks. That is substantially below 72
acres that can be built upon. So what is being looked at is an R-3 zoning where the
density can be maximized. The developer probably has a good idea of what this is
going to cost to be developed, even though they don’t have a definite answer or they
wouldn’t invest their time and money on this. And it probably is true that if they can’t
have the R-3 it’s a deal breaker, because it was a deal breaker to be developed in the
county with less density, which is why they are here. But can Milford really afford
another 768 units? Especially when we don’t know what the units are. You are being
asked to blindly give an R-3 zoning classification not knowing what they truly want to



do. Only for them to say they will do what can be done in an R-3. Yes it would be
great to have a community center and a pool, but nothing is committed to that. Later
during the process that may come up, but that’s not committed to. Legally can it even
be enforced? It seems like the minutes from the annexation committee minutes the
developer was leaning toward apartments, but tonight that’s being backed away from.
If the developer doesn’t know, how can the commission recommend R-3? Yes, it’s a
process, it’s a step. He doesn’t think anyone begrudges the city for considering the
annexation. It’s a growing community and a great community. But there are
approximately 6000 undeveloped units already approved. Again, it has to be weighed
out and determine what is best for the community.

Ann Southard, owner of 1539 Milford Harrington Hwy, stated the Thomas’ property
abuts hers. She is concerned about the R-3 zoning. When she attended the annexation
committee meeting, she heard the developer say if the R-3 isn’t approved, he doesn’t
want the property because for him to make it commercially viable for his company,
they had to get the 768 units. She is concerned with that many units approved when
there is already property available that’s been approved. Maybe it’s not at the price
they want to pay for it, but there’s property available. There is wildlife that’s on that
property, like the red fox den and the bald eagle nest, And the traffic on Rt 14. She
takes her life into her own hands just trying to turn into the lane. Half the time she has
to watch her rear view mirror to make sure no one will hit her. What is the impact of
that many units on the schools, fire company, and police department? A lot of people
move into this area and think they are getting into an apartment complex and it’s gonna
be like what they came from. So when Carolynn and Chris (Hill) get out there and start
spreading manure in the spring, which, we know about that whole thing, but there are
days when windows cannot be opened because it stinks to high heaven. Somebody
moving into an apartment in that area will have a hard time with that. Mrs. Southard
thanked the commission for the job they do because it’s not easy. At the same time,
any progress that happens has to be done right.

Judy Knutstad, owner of 1776 Milford Harrington Hwy, stated she has been here before
and some of us were opposed to the Fry situation. She has realized just how much
people love where they live. It makes her really proud to live in Milford. She is
opposed to the zoning. She won’t go over every detail because everyone has clearly
indicated a consensus on everyone’s concerns with the zoning. Bringing so much more
traffic to that area will cause more danger on Rt 14. Just as Mr. Thomas said earlier,
the neighbors really don’t want the development in their back yard. We feel that what
we have is a farming community and have known each other a long, long time. She
thanked the commission for listening to the concerns of everyone tonight.



George Jester, Jr., resides at 1721 Holly Hill Rd, stated it literally is his back yard that
is being annexed. He wants to go on the record as saying he opposes it as does his
family.

Helen Thomas, owner of 1335 Milford Harrington Hwy, stated this is her property
being discussed tonight. She understands everyone’s concerns, the impact on the
traffic, she also has problems getting in her driveway. But the property across from
hers and behind her have both been zoned R-3. DelDOT and the City have codes in
place to recognize the problems with the traffic. They will have to address any
problems that come up. That is part of the requirements. Once again, she understands
everyone’s concerns, but for the growth of Milford, she thinks this zoning is in the best
interest.

Samuel Mackert, owner of 681 Milford Harrington Hwy, stated he has been a resident
for 39 years. Adding 768 units on Rt 14 will increase traffic by at least another 1000
vehicles daily. This will increase the existing burden out there and increase the danger
on the highway. His concerns are for the City’s police department impact, the fire
service, the electric, the school district, the ambulance service, and the hospital. Since
the annexation of other properties have taken place, has there been any improvements
or upgrades to the City’s police, fire department, electric department, school district and
hospital? He believes these questions need to be addressed before we can talk about
annexing and zoning this property. He is concerned with public safety, health and
welfare and quality of life for all of us that will be impacted with this annexation.

Eric Dunn of Hickory Glen LLC, the equitable owner of the property, wanted to let
everyone know he respects the folks that are here talking about their concerns. They
are valid. As we know, tonight’s meeting is to discuss the zoning and unfortunately,
per the process, he would love to be able to tell everyone specifically what he would
like to do, and here are the pictures of the elevations of what it will look like, here are
the wonderful amenities that will be provided. But he can’t do that until he knows how
to design from the canvas. The canvas is a function of the zoning. When looking at
what is permitted in each zoning classification, he is seeking the maximum zoning, but
doesn’t know it will be used. Even if the zoning is granted at a maximum use per the
code, he still, in terms of the design concept, have to abide by wetlands delineation,
open space requirements, setbacks, etc. In the end, the project will conform to every
city and county ordinance that says what has to be incorporated in the design. By its
very nature, it will push density down. He senses hesitation because he can’t show
residents what is planned, and he is trying to explain why he can’t. First he has to find
out what the zoning is so he can design it based on that. In the end, the process will vet
those issues. He respects that what is being done tonight is granting a zoning that does
not give away everything but still allows for flexibility in his design. The fact that the
next step in the process of developing this property will be to provide four sided



elevations and site layouts speaks to the issue of the public concerns being heard. All
the criticism in the world will come during that process. Right now though, everyone
wants to know what the project will be in the end so we can talk about whether we’re
comfortable with it or not. Regarding the roads, DelDOT will be requiring the traffic
impact study. He fully expects that depending on what is planned and what the density
is there will be major improvements to the roads that he will have to bear. Regarding
the approved lots in the county, they will absolutely go away and revert back to
farmland and those approved units will go away. It has to do with economics. Mr.
Dunn believes his project will be viable because they have economically vetted the
development process based on today’s market conditions. He knows the design he is
playing with will be a good one and it will be seen and the economics will work in
today’s market. Based on the demographics of the residents and businesses in the
Milford area, this project will succeed.

William Walls Jr. again came to the podium and stated he is still trying to figure out
how we come to 768 units, which is apparently the number that makes this project a
“go” for the developer. It’s not based on 72 acres, which Mr. Walls addressed earlier in
his math summary. Mr. Norris replied density can be calculated two ways - on gross
acreage, or net acreage. Net acreage backs out the wetlands, open space, etc. This
property is being calculated at 10 units per gross acreage, not on net acreage. Mr.
Walls requested everyone not mix apples and oranges then on this project. If it starts
out calculating on gross acreage, then all calculations should be done on gross acreage.
However it’s sliced, 768 units is the density that everyone is opposed to. It’s more than
just a simple concept of lots.

Robert Southard again came to the podium and stated he happens to know this property
is also in Houston’s fire district. He asked if property in their district is annexed into
the city, will that mean they will lose some of their district or will Milford have to
subsidize Houston’s fire company with money to help cover their extra expense? Mr.
Rini replied that is not part of this meeting. However, there are steps in the
development process where the fire department, the school district, the hospital, the
police department and all of the departments of the city are asked to weigh in on the
development of a property. At that time, Carlisle will come forward and state their
Views.

But again, tonight is about the zoning. All of the agencies mentioned tonight, including
DelDOT, will be brought into the process of developing a property. It’s just not this
part of the process.

Mr. Southard confirmed this is not the public’s final chance to express their views of
the property. Mr. Rini stated not even close. Mr. Southard asked if these issues will be
taken into consideration prior to the approval of the annexation. Mr. Rini replied



Council will take everything into consideration, but tonight the commission is
recommending zoning to City Council. City Council will meet in September to discuss
this further.

Mr. Southard stated he still did not get an answer to his question, said thank you very
much, and left the podium (inaudible as he was returning to his seat).

Mr. Rini closed the public hearing.

Mr. Norris stated there have been studies done nationwide indicating higher density
pays for itself in terms of cost and revenues. Mrs. Stevenson and Mr. Norris had that
conversation earlier, that a higher density pays for itself, for whatever that’s worth the
audience.

Mrs. Stevenson asked why an R-8 zoning designation not considered? Mr. Rini replied
the applicant requested the R-3, and that was all that was discussed.

Mrs. McColley clarified the September 27, 2010 council meeting will only be about
zoning. The public will have the opportunity to give their input before we make
another recommendation to council, so it’s not like in September that’s it. Mr. Rini
stated the site plan will not be discussed at that time.

Mr. Sharp referred to the woman who spoke regarding the Fry property (Homestead)
and after some quick research it was determined 1227 units were approved.
Amberwood received approval for 220 units. So that means in the last twelve months,
the city has approved 1440 units in this area, before tonight. Add another 760 for the
Thomas property, that is 2200 plus dwellings. He didn’t realize the numbers, but he
took the liberty this afternoon of discussing things with a state representative because
he has received more phone calls about this annexation in the last three weeks than he
received ever. Mr. Sharp asked the representative the likelihood of widening roads in
the area. According to this representative, if you ride out there, you’ll see if the roads
are widened, some houses won’t have a front yard. They will step off their front steps
into the shoulder of a widened road.

Mr. Sharp continued by stating his life since he was about 13 years old has been about
public safety and he has grave concerns about public safety from the road the radio
station is on (Blairs Pond Road) to Hammond Caddilac (Corner of State Rt 14 and State
Rt 113). As Harrington continues to grow and more people come and as BAC
continues to grow and we want to bring jobs to Milford, we are between a rock and a
hard spot.



You’re looking at 1300 cars added to this road, and he doesn’t see how to improve the
conditions of traffic short of building a double decker.

A motion by Mr. Pilla, seconded by Mr. Campbell, was made to adopt resolution PC10-
014 with an R-3 zoning recommendation to City Council. Motion failed unanimously
following a poll of the commission:

Mrs. Stevenson voted no because it is too high of density there and would support a
lower density.

Mr. Sharp voted no, agreeing with Mrs. Stevenson. Mr. Sharp added it is too much in
too small an area.

Mr. Pilla voted no for the same reasons as stated.

Mrs. McColley voted no but would support R-2.

Mr. Burk voted no for all the reasons stated.

Mr. Campbell voted for all the reasons stated. He added there is too much uncertainty.
Mr. Gleysteen voted no because R-3 is not complimentary to the neighborhood and
based on the public comments.

Mr. Rini voted no supporting his fellow commissioners for all of the reasons they
stated.

A motion by Mr. Rini to adopt resolution PC10-014 with an R-2 zoning
recommendation to City Council was not seconded and therefore failed.

A motion by Mr. Campbell, seconded by Mrs. McColley, was made to adopt resolution
PC10-014 with an R-8 zoning recommendation to City Council. Motion carried
following a poll of the commission:

Mrs. Stevenson voted yes because it still allows flexibility for the developer but cuts the
density for the neighbors.

Mr. Sharp voted yes for reasons stated.

Mr. Pilla voted yes for reasons stated.

Mrs. McColley voted yes because 8 units per acre would be the maximum they would
be allowed.

Mr. Burk voted yes for reasons stated.

Mr. Campbell voted yes for reasons stated.

Mr. Gleysteen voted no because he thinks the property is suited for R-1 and nothing
else.

Mr. Rini voted yes for reasons stated.

Mr. Rini recessed the commission at 8:50 pm to allow the clearing of the room.
The commission was called to order at 8:55 pm.



Davis, Bowen & Friedel on behalf of 4Blaine LLC; Project No 10-146
Preliminary Site Plan for Diamond State Dentistry aka Dr Bunting
215 West Liberty Way
Tax Map MD-16-173.00-01-02.18, Area of Petition 1.42 +/- Acres; OC-1 Zoning
Adoption of Resolution PC10-015

Mr. Ring Lardner with Davis, Bowen & Friedel was present to represent the application. With
him tonight is the owner, Dr. Lucinda Bunting. The applicant is seeking preliminary site plan
approval for a dentist office in Independence Commons next to Response Computer Group. The
entrance is on the eastern property line rather than further toward the cul de sac, and is not near
the Response Computer Group entrance. Mr. Lardner advised the owner is aware of the annual
maintenance fees as required per the deed. Water, sewer and electric are available to the site
now.

Mr. Lardner explained the DAC reviewed this application and the responses were included in the
commission’s packet. The applicant is aware of what is needed in order to apply for final site
plan approval. The main concern at the DAC was the amount of parking proposed. While it was
compliant with code, which is 54 spaces, the DAC felt it was excessive. The applicant concurs
with that and has requested a reduction in parking. Mr. Lardner handed out a memo to the
planning commission requesting a reduction in parking, which read as follows:

MEMORANDUM

TO: City of Milford Planning Commission
CC: Gary J. Norris, AICP, City Planner
FROM: Ring W. Lardner, P.E.

DATE: August 17, 2010

RE: Parking Reduction I Parking Waiver

The purpose of this memo is to provide justification to our request to reduce the amount
of constructed parking spaces and show them as reserved.

JUSTIFICATION

Dr. Bunting and her partner have forecasted their project patient count over the next 10
years. Based upon today's patient load, they estimate that 15 patient parking spaces are
sufficient to meet their needs and requirements. They also estimate that 7 employee
parking spaces would be sufficient based upon current staffing requirements. In five
years, it is projected that an additional 5 patient and 3 employee spaces will be required.
The current center parking area shows 22 parking spaces including 2 designated as
handicapped. The employee parking area consists of 15 parking spaces. Should project
patient load be above current projections there is some additional space in the employee
lot. In 10 years and after evaluation of the practice, Dr. Bunting and her partners can
reevaluate their parking needs and future growth. Upon determination, that additional
parking is required then they construct the additional spaces at that time. In addition,
should growth occur faster than projected, Dr. Bunting can build the additional spaces
as she determines necessary.



CONCLUSION

It is our professional opinion that the required parking for this project is excessive and
concurs with Dr. Bunting's request to reduce the constructed parking and place it as
reserved on the plan. On behalf of Dr. Bunting we respectfully request your approval of
this reduction.

The plan the commission is seeing tonight includes the reduction in parking. The applicant is
proposing to provide 37 paved parking spaces and reserving 15 future spaces if needed. Mr.
Norris questioned the number of employees. Mr. Lardner replied there are currently 12
employees and appointments are scheduled every 45 minutes or so.

Mr. Lardner explained the elevations that have been provided are preliminary however will be
consistent with existing architecture in Independence Commons and landscaping is being shown
on the site plan. There will be landscaping provided around the dumpster area.

Mr. Norris asked if the sign was removed from the easement, as requested at DAC. Mr. Lardner
stated it is not, but it has been moved so as to be as close as possible out of the easement.

Mr. Norris questioned the location of the electric poles on Airport Road as they relate to the
parking. Mr. Lardner explained the parking has been rearranged so the poles do not interfere
with parking.

Mr. Rini explained at the July 21, 2010 DAC meeting, the applicant came in with a site plan that
provided the required parking and right away it seemed excessive. At that meeting, the DAC
requested the applicant consider reducing the parking spaces, but leaving some for future paving
if needed, which would also reduce the amount of impervious surface.

Mrs. McColley commented the landscaping appears skimpy.

Mr. Pilla noted the future parking spaces will be noted on the recorded site plan. Mr. Rini felt
the owner would need to come back before the planning commission if the property changed
hands in order to ensure the parking provided could accommodate a change in use.

A motion by Mrs. Stevenson to adopt resolution PC10-015 adding a note that the site plan would
be presented to the Planning Commission should the property change hands was seconded by
Mr. Burk. Motion carried unanimously following a poll of the commission.

Warfel Construction Company on behalf of CTC Real Estate Properties; Project No 10-147
Final Site Plan for RLQ Properties
S Rehoboth Blvd
Tax Map 3-30-7.18-005.06; Area of Petition 0.22 +/- Acres; C-1 Zoning
Adoption of Resolution PC10-016

Mr. Bob Nash from Bob Nash Associates was present to represent the application. He explained
this property is located next to Mr. Luff’s office on South Rehoboth Blvd, and across from
Warfel Construction. The application is for final site plan approval for a 1288 square foot



building to be used as a professional office. Outside agency approvals have been obtained and
copies were provided to the commission in their packet.

Mr. Norris asked what type of professional office will be operated. Mr. Nash replied a certified
financial planner which will operate weekday hours, not nights or weekends.

Mr. Norris questioned if the applicant is aware of the signage ordinance. Mr. Nash replied yes.
No commissioners had any questions.

A motion by Mr. Pilla to adopt resolution PC10-016 was seconded by Mr. Gleysteen. Motion
carried unanimously following a poll of the commission.

State Strategies for Policies & Spending

Mr. Norris and Mr. Rini attended recently held State Strategies for Policies and Spending
meetings hosted by the State of Delaware Office of State Planning recently. Mr. Norris provided
copies of the state strategies maps for policies and spending, stated designated level 1, 2, 3, 4 and
out of play areas. Level 1 would receive the highest priority for funding in terms of water,
sewer, roads, etc.

If any commissioners have questions regarding these maps, please contact Mr. Norris and he will
be happy to carry those comments to the state.

CITY PLANNER MONTHLY REPORT
Mr. Norris explained he is proposing a change to 8230-21B, off street parking:

REDUCTION IN THE REQUIRED NUMBER OF OFF STREET PARKING SPACES

In the case of developments such as shopping centers or other commercial developments
which would be required to provide more than 50 off-street parking spaces. The
developer must set aside space to accommodate 100% of the area necessary to provide
the parking requirements established by this Ordinance, but, upon the request of the
developer, if agreed by the City of Milford, the developer may be permitted to set aside
space to accommodate 100% of the area necessary to provide the parking requirements
established by this chapter but not be required to construct more than 80% of the
required parking spaces. In the event the developer is permitted to construct fewer than
the required parking spaces, the remainder of the parking area set aside must be kept
free of all construction and be planted and maintained as a grassy area and designated
as Future Parking Space. The City of Milford may require construction of the remaining
parking spaces at any time by the then owner of the premises upon giving the owner not
less than six months' advance written notice. In the event of the granting of the waiver
herein described, the fact of the grant as well as the requirement that the owner maintain
the space set aside as a level grass area and that the City of Milford has reserved the
right to require construction of the remaining parking spaces upon six months' notice to
the owner of the site must be reflected in a note appearing on the subdivision or site
development plans recorded.



With no further business, a motion to adjourn by Mr. Campbell was seconded by Mrs.
Stevenson. The meeting adjourned at 9:32 pm.

Respectfully submitted,

Chishe Conck

Christine R. Crouch

Department Administrative Assistant/Recording Secretary



CITY OF MILFORD
PLANNING COMMISSION

RESOLUTION NO. PC10-014

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF MILFORD,
DELAWARE, RECOMMENDING TO THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
MILFORD FOR
THE RECOMMENDED ZONING FOR
WALTER N. THOMAS 1]

AT 1335 MILFORD-HARRINGTON HIGHWAY
TAX MAP MD-00-173.00-01-62.00 &
MD-00-173.00-01-62.02

WHEREAS, the owner and applicant has made application with the City of Milford; and,

WHEREAS, the proposed application shall comply with the standards and regulations of the Code of the City of
Milford; and,

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission met and heard said application during a public hearing on August 17,
2010; and,

WHEREAS, by a vote of 7 to | recommended approval of the application.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the Planning Commission has recommended approval of the
application to the Mayor and City Council of the City of Milford, Delaware with the following zoning:
1. R-8, Garden Apartment and Townhouse District

APPROVED: % edi sionep: UN2sTAL Uiz Cli
Charles Rini, Christine Crouch,
Planning Commission Chairman Planning Commission Rec Secretary




Tax Parcel No. MD-00-173.00-01-62.00
MD-00-173.00-01-62.02

Prepared by: Planning & Zoning Return to: The Honorable Ronnie Rogers, Mayor
City of Milford City of Milford
201 S Walnut St 201 S Walnut St
Milford, DE 19963 Milford, DE 19963

WALTER N. THOMAS, Il PROPERTY ANNEXATION AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT is entered into this day of , 2010, by and between
Walter N. Thomas Il (hereinafter “Mr. Thomas™) whose principal location is located at 1335 Milford-
Harrington Hwy, Milford Delaware, 19963 and the City of Milford, a municipal corporation of the State
of Delaware with its principal offices located at 201 South Walnut Street, Milford Delaware, 19963
(hereinafter “City”).

RECITALS

A. WHEREAS, Mr. Thomas is the record title owner of a parcel of land consisting of 71.92 acres,
more or less, lying contiguous to its northern and southern boundary of the City of Milford, said
tract identified on the Kent County, Delaware tax maps as Tax Parcel No. MD-00-173.00-01-
62.00 and MD-00-173.00-01-62.02, said tract hereinafter referred to as “Thomas Property”.

Mr. Thomas is desirous of having the Thomas Property annexed into the City of Milford and
requested the land use to be residential in nature.

B. WHEREAS the City, through its City Council (in consultation with the City Solicitor, City
Planner and City Engineer), has duly considered the proposed annexation and has determined
that the proposed annexation would be in the City’s overall best interest for the following
reasons among others:

1. Itis highly likely that the Thomas Property will be developed in some manner in the
foreseeable future. Because the tract is substantially contiguous to the existing City of
Milford, its development will likely have a significant impact upon the existing City of
Milford. By annexing the tract into the City, the City can impose its zoning and
subdivision regulation, as well as its general police powers and ordinances, to regulate
development of the tract.

2. If annexed into the City, the Thomas Property would be a positive addition to the City’s
existing tax base. There are no farmland assessments or preservation districts on the
Thomas Property. The estimated annual tax liability is $2760.00.

3. Because of its contiguity and proximity to the existing City of Milford, the Thomas
Property will likely impose demands upon the City’s police, water, wastewater, and
electric functions as well as Carlisle Fire Company. By annexing the project into the
City, the City can, through property taxes, building permit fees, and other assessments,
recover and fund a substantial portion of the cost associated with providing such public
function services to the tract.
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4. The annexation of the Thomas Property makes good planning sense because it will allow
a coordinated approach to integrating the Thomas Property into the City’s existing
infrastructure.

5. The annexation of the Thomas Property is consistent with the City’s Certified
Comprehensive Plan and is depicted as an area for future annexation.

C. Recognizing that Mr. Thomas’s request for annexation is unilateral (in that the City cannot annex
the Thomas Property unless Mr. Thomas desires the property to be annexed) and further
recognizing that the intended land use is consistent with the City’s Land Use Plan, and can be
accommodated within the City’s long range Comprehensive Plan, the City Council has
determined that it is in the City’s best interest to provide Mr. Thomas with binding assurances to
proceed with annexation.

D. Under Article I (Incorporation), item 1.04 (Annexation), the City Charter of the City of Milford
(71 Del. Laws, Chapter 432 enacted July 13, 1998, and 75 Del. Laws, Chapter 7 enacted
February 9, 2005) specifically authorizes and empowers the Mayor of the City of Milford to
appoint a Committee composed of not less than three (3) of the elected members of the City
Council and one member of the City Planning Commission to investigate the possibility of
annexation.

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the premises, and in consideration of Mr.
Thomas’s request to be annexed into the City of Milford, in consideration of $9692.00 paid to the
City by Mr. Thomas, the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, and for other good and valuable
consideration, the parties hereto, intending to be legally bound, hereby covenant and agree as
follows:

1. Annexation Contingency. This Agreement is expressly contingent upon the annexation,
by the City, of the Thomas Property. In the event that such annexation does not occur,
this Agreement shall be null, void, and of no legal force or effect.

2. Land Subject to Annexation. The land subject to this Agreement consists of 71.92 acres,
more or less, said tract identified on the Kent County, Delaware tax maps as Tax Parcel
No. MD-00-173.00-01-62.00 and MD-00-173.00-01-62.02.

The hereinabove described parcel of land is more fully depicted on that certain Survey /
“Preliminary Subdivision Plan, dated November 4, 2005, prepared by Gary Powers,
registered surveyer” a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit ““A” and incorporated
herein by reference; metes and bounds description for parcel is attached hereto as Exhibit
“B” and incorporated herein by specific reference.

3. Water Distribution System and Sanitary Sewer. Notwithstanding any other provision or
requirement under any City ordinance or regulation, Mr. Thomas agrees that the Thomas
Property will be connected to the City water distribution system and to the City’s sanitary
sewer system, treatment of which is provided by Kent County. Mr. Thomas agrees that
the Thomas Property will not exceed 768 EDU’s. The parties agree that Mr. Thomas, at
his sole expense, shall connect to public utilities, if not already in place on the property,
and at his sole expense shall be responsible for the upgrade to any and all pump stations
to accommodate the increase in EDU’s from their existing capacity.
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4. Electric Distribution System. Mr. Thomas agrees that the Thomas Property will utilize
the City electric system.

5. Natural Features. The Thomas Property, according to Map 3A Natural Features, of the
2008 City of Milford Comprehensive Plan, is not located in a Well Head Protection Area.
A majority of the property is located in a Good Recharge Area, less than 50% is located
in an Excellent Recharge Area, and less than 25% is located in a Fair Recharge Area.

6. Zoning. The Thomas Property shall be annexed as City district R-3 Garden Apartment
Townhouse District and shall be developed in accordance with said district. Nothing in
this agreement shall removed or eliminate the owner from the necessary site plan
reviews, fees, public hearings and all other requirements under the City’s Land Use
Ordinance.

5. City Not Responsible for Infrastructure Improvements; Mr. Thomas Right to Assign.

Anything herein to the contrary notwithstanding:

a) The City shall have no obligation or responsibility (financial or otherwise) for
providing, installing, or constructing any of the required infrastructure
improvements;

b) Mr. Thomas may with the City’s prior written consent, which shall not be
unreasonably withheld, sell, lease, or convey all or any portion of Thomas
Property to any third party and, as part of such sale, lease, or conveyance, assign
all or any of its rights and corresponding obligations hereunder to such third

party.

6. Except as Modified, All Other City Ordinances and Regulations to Control. Except as
specifically provided herein, once finally annexed into the City of Milford, all lands
subject to this Agreement shall be subject to and governed by all provisions of the City
Charter and all City ordinances and regulations as they now exist or may hereafter be
amended, revised, or repealed, as well as any new ordinances or regulations adopted by
the City Council, to the same effect and degree as all other lands within the City
boundaries of the City of Milford.

7. Term of Annexation Agreement. This annexation agreement shall become null, void, and
unenforceable after the expiration of seven (7) years from the date of the City Council’s
final annexation resolution; provided however that Mr. Thomas may at any time, in
writing, release the City from any of the provisions of this Agreement.

8. Annexation Agreement to be a Material Part of Annexation Proceedings. Pursuant to
Title 22, Delaware Code 8101 Plan of Services Reporting, this Agreement shall be
deemed to be a material part of the annexation proceedings conducted pursuant hereto;
that is to say:

a. The resolutions and notices adopted by the City Council, including
any resolution and notices for public hearings, proposing the aforesaid annexation
shall recite that the proposed annexation includes, and is subject to, an annexation
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agreement, shall briefly summarize the terms of this annexation agreement, and
shall state that copies of the annexation agreement are available upon request at
the City Hall.

b. If the results of the annexation special election are favorable to the
proposed annexation, the final resolution annexing the territory shall recite that
the annexation is subject to an annexation agreement and shall incorporate the
terms of such annexation agreement by specific reference.

9. Land Use Planning Act. The City of Milford shall notify the Delaware State Planning
Office, Kent County Department of Public Works, Milford Police Department, Carlisle
Fire Department and Milford School District of the proposed annexation contemplated by
this Agreement and the parties shall comply with the requirements of the Delaware Land
Use Planning of Title 29 of Delaware Code, Chapter 92 (Land Use Planning Act effective
until February 14, 2004; Preliminary Land Use Services effective February 14, 2004), as
amended.

10. Governing Law. This Agreement shall be governed by the laws of the State of Delaware
(notwithstanding the fact that one or more parties may now or later become a resident of
another state) and the parties hereto agree that the courts of the State of Delaware shall
have jurisdiction over any case or controversy and hereby consent to such jurisdiction.

11. Separability. If any section, paragraph, sentence or clause of this Agreement is
determined or declared to be invalid or unenforceable by any court of competent
jurisdiction, the remainder hereof shall remain in full force and effect.

12. Entire Agreement. This Agreement constitutes the entire understanding of the parties. It
supersedes any and all prior agreements between them. There are no representations or
warranties other than those herein contained.

13. Amendments. This Agreement shall not be amended except in writing executed by all
parties hereto.

14. Binding Effect. This Agreement shall be binding upon the parties hereto, their
administrators, successors, successors in interest and assigns.

15. Contra Proferentum. The fact that one party has drafted this Agreement shall in no way
be used against that party in construing the terms, condition, and obligations hereunder.

16. Headings. Headings and captions used herein are solely for the convenience of the parties
and shall have no legal significance in construing the terms of this Agreement.

17. Non-Waiver. The failure of either party to exercise any of its rights under this
Agreement for a breach thereof shall not be deemed to be a waiver of such rights or a
waiver of any subsequent breach.

18. Enforcement. In the event of a breach, this Agreement shall be enforced through a decree
of specific performance, the parties agreeing that monetary damages would not provide
an adequate remedy.
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19. Recording. This agreement, dully executed by the City and Mr. Thomas, shall be
recorded in the office of the Recorder of Deeds, in and for Kent County, Delaware. The
cost of recording shall be paid by the City.

Walter N. Thomas Il

Attest: By:
Date

State of Delaware
County of Kent

Signed and sworn to before me this day of , 2006, by

(Seal)

Signature of Notary Public, State of Delaware

Stamp of Notary Public

CITY OF MILFORD

Attest: By: (Seal)
Secretary Date Mayor

State of Delaware
County of Kent

Signed and sworn to before me this day of , 2006, by

(Seal)

Signature of Notary Public, State of Delaware

Stamp of Notary Public

Thomas Property Annexation Agreement Page 5 of 5



August 26, 2010

Mr. Gary Norris, AICP
City of Milford

201 S. Walnut Street
Milford, DE 19963
RE:

Plan of Service

STATE OF DELAWARE

EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT
OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET

s 2010-07, Thoms Annexation

Tax Parcels # MD00-173.00-01-62.00, MD00-173.00-01-62.02

Dear Mr. Norris,

Qcd 02010

This letter is to confirm that we have accepted the Plan of Services as complete for the
above-referenced annexation. The City of Milford has completed all relevant annexation
requirements of Title 22, Section 101, Delaware Code.

After this property has been annexed please notify our office in writing so that we may

update our records an

accompany this notification.

hesitate to contact me a

Sincerely,

£

———t

<

David L. Edgell, AICP
Principal Planner

ce: Connie Holland
Laura Simmons

BUDGET DEVELOPMENT, PLANNING AND ADMINISTRATION
122 WiLLIAM PENN STREET * THIRD FLOOR *
PHONE: (302) 739-4206 =

d maps.

t (302) 739-3090.

Fax: (302) 739-5661

DovER, DE 19301

* WWW.OMB.DELAWARE.GOV

A copy of the official annexation resolution should
If you have any questions or concerns, please do not



CITY OF MILFORD
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARINGS
Ordinance 2010-13
Annexation/Lands of Walter N. Thomas Il

NOTICE ISHEREBY GIVEN the Planning Commission of the City of Milford will hold a Public Hearing on an amendment
to the City of Milford Zoning Map on Tuesday, August 17, 2010 at 7:00 p.m., or as soon thereafter as possible.

A FINAL PUBLIC HEARING is scheduled on Monday, September 27, 2010 at 7:00 p.m. before Milford City Council.
Following the hearing, Ordinance 2010-13 may be adopted, with or without amendments.

Tax Parcel 5-00-173.00-01-62.00-00001

64.362 Acres Parcel of Land

Current Zone AC/Proposed Zone R-3

State Route 14, North of Delaware County Road 447, Kent County, Delaware

Tax Parcel 5-00-173.00-01-62.02-00001

7.556 Acre Parcel of Land

Current Zone AC/Proposed Zone R-3

State Route 14, North of Delaware County Road 447, Kent County, Delaware

An Ordinance to Amend the Zoning designation of the parcel of land under the legal ownership of Walter N. Thomas II,
Tax Parcels 5-00-173.00-01-62.00-00001 and 5-00-173.00-01-62.02-00001, situated south of State Route 14 and north of
County Road 447, Kent County, to be annexed into the City of Milford by resolution, hereafter adopted by the City Council
of Milford, Delaware.

WHEREAS, the land hereinafter described is contiguous and adjacent to the City of Milford and the owner, thereof, has
petitioned City Council to annex the same into the City of Milford, and

WHEREAS, it appears to the Mayor and City Council of the City of Milford, Delaware, that the hereinafter described
property will be annexed to and become part of the City of Milford and that a zoning classification is required, and

WHEREAS, the land owned by Walter N. Thomas Il is presently zoned by Kent County as “AC” (Agricultural
Conservation), and

WHEREAS, the City Council referred the zoning of the affected territory for report and recommendations to the Planning
and Zoning Commission and after a due hearing as provided by law, the Zoning Commission made its recommendation to
City Council, and

WHEREAS, after a Public Hearing held on September 27, 2010 and after considering the recommendation of the City
Council Annexation Committee, the City Council has determined the proper classification under the zoning ordinance of
the City of Milford for the property to be annexed.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY OF MILFORD HEREBY ORDAINS:
That the following described land situated in Kent County, Delaware:

Tax Parcel 5-00-173.00-01-62.00-00001
64.362 Acres Parcel of Land
State Route 14, North of Delaware County Road 447, Kent County, Delaware

BEGINNING for the same at a rebar and cap set at the intersection of the division line between the land conveyed by and
described in a deed from Myra H. Mcllvaine to Howard F. Morton and Phyllis Ann Morton dated July 31, 1959 and
recorded in the Office of the Recorder of Deeds in and for Kent County, Delaware in Deed Book C, Volume 22, Page 447
and the land conveyed by and described in a deed from Walter N. Thomas to Walter N. Thomas and Walter N. Thomas 11
dated November 4, 2005 and recorded in the aforesaid Office of the Recorder of Deeds in Deed Book 2521, Page 141 with
the southern right of way of Delaware Route 14, eighty foot wide, thence binding on southern right of way of Delaware
Route 14, as now surveyed, with bearings referred to the Delaware Coordinate System (NAD’83/86),



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

South 62° 50" 42" East 327.57 feet to a rebar and cap set at the northwest corner of Lot 1 as shown on a plat entitled
“ Minor Subdivision Survey, prepared for Walter N. Thomas, I1"” and recorded among the aforesaid Office of the
Recorder of Deeds in Plot Book 101, Page 96, thence leaving the southern right of way of Delaware Route 14 and
binding on the outline of said Lot 1, the following five courses, viz

South 34° 44' 24" West 216.04 feet:

South 27° 21' 26" West 201.23 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore set,

South 19° 39" 12" West 192.30 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore set,

South 12° 05' 37" East 358.28 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore set,

South 46° 57' 53" East 277.57 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore set , and

North 35° 10' 24" East 511.09 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore set at the end of the second or South
38° 58' West 176.57 foot line of a deed from Grace M. Thomas to Jon A. Thomas, dated August 23, 1991 and
recorded in the aforesaid Office of the Recorder of Deeds in Deed Book H, VVolume 50, Page 325, thence leaving
the aforesaid Lot 1 and binding reversely on the second line of said deed,

North 33° 15' 46" East 176.56 feet to a one inch pipe heretofore set at the end of the second or North 53° 30" 00"
West 209.79 foot line of a deed from Jardevtan Corporation to Patricia M. Marney, dated August 29, 2005 and
recorded in the aforesaid Office of the Recorder of Deeds in Deed Book 2375, Page 094, thence binding reversely
on the second and first lines of the last mentioned deed, the following two courses, viz:

South 59° 28' 22" East 210.00 feet to a rebar heretofore set, and,

North 38° 06' 38" East 68.69 feet to a rebar and cap set on the aforesaid southern right of way of Delaware Route
14, thence binding on the southern right of way of Delaware Route 14,

By a non-tangent curve to the right with a radius of 3397.87 feet and an arc length of 335.20 feet, said curve being
subtended by a chord bearing South 55° 57' 09" East 335.07 feet to a rebar and cap set at the end of the fourth or
North 60° 57' 00" East 185.32 foot line of a deed from Polly Hudson to Polly O’Day and Thomas O’Day dated
February 17, 2006 and recorded in the aforesaid Office of the Recorder of Deeds in Deed Book 2770, Page 302,
thence binding reversely on said fourth line,

South 34° 04' 53" West 189.69 feet, thence binding in or near the center of a ditch, the following seventeen courses,
viz:

South 32° 56' 39" West 9.00 feet,

South 36° 27" 16" West 51.77 feet,
South 38° 29' 07" West 65.98 feet,
South 36° 37" 41" West 48.90 feet,
South 34° 05' 59" West 61.05 feet,
South 27° 13' 27" West 37.39 feet,
South 21° 42' 17" East 77.94 feet,

South 30° 53' 41" West 71.70 feet,



21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

217.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

South 47° 36' 00" West 43.38 feet,
South 49° 53' 24" West 69.97 feet,
South 47° 55' 06" West 69.19 feet,
South 74° 09' 47" West 37.17 feet,
South 47° 00" 07" West 94.01 feet,
South 33° 44' 05" West 66.74 feet,
South 30° 33' 37" West 62.79 feet,
South 31° 20" 18" West 58.11 feet,

South 47° 48' 37" West 161.09 feet to the end of the fourth or South 34° 26' 35" East 95.21 foot line of a deed from
Walter N. Thomas to Jeffrey A. Thomas and Nancy J. Thomas, dated March 17, 2003 and recorded in the aforesaid
Office of the Recorder of Deeds in Deed Book 532, Page 030, thence binding reversely on the fourth, third, and in
part on the third lines of the last mentioned deed, the following three courses, viz:

North 38° 12' 32" West 95.21 feet,
North 30° 51' 16" West 72.69 feet, and

South 14° 11' 36" West 774.23 feet to the center of County Road 447, thence binding in the center of County Road
447,

South 84° 32' 03" West 1295.05 feet to a boundary line agreement between the said land of Walter N. Thomas and
Walter N. Thomas Il and the land conveyed and described in a deed from Wayne L. Hill to Wayne L. Hill, Trustee
under the Revocable Trust Agreement of Wayne L. Hill dated 12/18/95, dated December 18, 1995 and recorded in
the aforesaid Office of the Recorder of Deeds in Deed Book 153, Page 274. thence binding on the boundary
agreement line,

North 14° 56' 54" East 2255.01 feet to a ¥ inch pipe heretofore set at a common corner for the said land of Walter
N. Thomas and Walter N. Thomas Il and the land conveyed by and described in a deed from David E. Baker and
Shirley A. Baker to Robert E. Southard, 111 and Jeanette Ann Southard, dated May 5, 1976 and recorded in the
aforesaid Office of the Recorder of Deeds in Deed Book R. Volume 30, Page 143, thence binding in part on the land
of Robert E. Southard, 111 and Jeanette Ann Southard and binding in part on the land described and conveyed in a
deed from Willard E. Zook and Virginina Zook to Donald L. Brittingham and Margaret E. Brittingham, dated June
21,1984 and recorded in the aforesaid Office of the Recorder of Deeds in Deed Book L,. Volume 39, Page 264 and
binding in part on the aforesaid land of Howard F. Morton and Phyllis Ann Morton,

South 62° 52' 18" East 256.08 feet, thence binding reversely on the second or South 35° 30" West 430 foot line of
the aforesaid Howard F. Morton and Phyllis Ann Morton deed,

North 27° 07' 42" East 422.47 feet, to the place of beginning,

CONTAINING 64.362 acres of land, more or less, BEING part of the land conveyed by and described in a deed from
Walter N. Thomas to Walter N. Thomas and Walter N. Thomas Il dated November 4, 2005 and recorded in the Office
of the Recorder of Deeds in and for Kent County, Delaware in Deed Book 2521, Page 141. BEING currently known as
Tax Map Parcel 500-17300-01-6200-00001.

Tax Parcel 5-00-173.00-01-62.02-00001



7.556 Acre Parcel of Land, Land of Walter N. Thomas, 11
State Route 14, North of Delaware County Road 447, Kent County, Delaware

BEGINNING for the same at rebar and cap heretofore set on the southern right of way of Delaware Route 14, eighty
foot wide, said rebar and cap being the northeast corner of Lot 1 as shown on a plat entitled “Minor Subdivision Plan,
prepared for Walter N. Thomas Il dated October 27, 2009 and recorded in the aforesaid Office of the Recorder of Deeds
in Plot Book 101, Page 96, thence binding on the outline of Lot 1, as now surveyed with bearings referred to the
Delaware Coordinate System (NAD’83/86),

1. South 34° 44' 24" West 216.04 feet to a rebar heretofore set,

2. South 50° 16' 32" East 115.08 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore set,
3. South 35° 10" 24" West 511.09 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore set,
4. North 46° 57' 53" West 277.57 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore set,
5. North 12° 05' 37" West 358.28 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore set,
6. North 19° 39' 12" East 192.30 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore set,

7. North 27° 21' 26" East 201.23 feet to intersect the aforesaid southern right of way of Delaware Route 14,
thence binding on the southern right of way of Delaware Route 14,

8. South 62° 50" 42" East 505.54 feet to the place of beginning,

CONTAINING 7.556 acres of land, more or less, BEING part of the land conveyed by and described in a deed from
Walter N. Thomas to Walter N. Thomas and Walter N. Thomas Il dated November 4, 2005 and recorded in the Office
of the Recorder of Deeds in and for Kent County, Delaware in Deed Book 2521, Page 141. BEING ALL of Lot 1 as
shown on a plat entitled “Minor Subdivision Plan, prepared for Walter N. Thomas 11 dated October 27, 2009 and
recorded in the aforesaid Office of the Recorder of Deeds in Plot Book 107, Page 90. BEING currently known as Tax
Map Parcel 5-00-17300-01-6202-000001,

upon final approval of its annexation into the City of Milford, as classified under the Zoning Ordinance of the City of
Milford, shall be zoned henceforth as R-3(Garden Apartment and Townhouse District).

Dates:

Planning Commission Public Hearing: August 17, 2010
Introduction to City Council: August 23, 2010

Projected Date of Adoption by City Council: September 27, 2010
Projected Effective Date: October 7, 2010

Both Public Hearings will be held in the Council Chambers at Milford City Hall, Milford, Delaware. A complete copy
of the Code of the City of Milford is available by request through the City Clerk’s Office at Milford City Hall, 201
South Walnut Street, Milford, Delaware, 19963 or by accessing its website at cityofmilford.com

By: Terri K. Hudson, CMC



City of Milford

RESOLUTION
2010-15

Annexation/Lands of Walter N. Thomas ||

Tax Parcel MD-00-173.00-01-62.00-000; Tax Parcel MD-00-173.00-01-62.02-000
71.92 +/- Acres

Current Zone AC/Proposed Zone R-3

Whereas, the Milford City Council having considered the advantages and disadvantages of annexing into the City as
described herein:

Tax Parcel 5-00-173.00-01-62.00-00001
64.362 Acres Parcel of land, Land of Walter N. Thomas, 11
State Route 14, North of Delaware County Road 447, Kent County, Delaware.

BEGINNING for the same at a rebar and cap set at the intersection of the division line between the land conveyed by and described
in a deed from Myra H. Mcllvaine to Howard F. Morton and Phyllis Ann Morton dated July 31, 1959 and recorded in the Office of
the Recorder of Deeds in and for Kent County, Delaware in Deed Book C, Volume 22, Page 447 and the land conveyed by and
described in a deed from Walter N. Thomas to Walter N. Thomas and Walter N. Thomas Il dated November 4, 2005 and recorded in
the aforesaid Office of the Recorder of Deeds in Deed Book 2521, Page 141 with the southern right of way of Delaware Route 14,
eighty foot wide, thence binding on southern right of way of Delaware Route 14, as now surveyed, with bearings referred to the
Delaware Coordinate System (NAD’83/86),

1. South 62° 50' 42" East 327.57 feet to a rebar and cap set at the northwest corner of Lot 1 as shown on a plat entitled *“ Minor
Subdivision Survey, prepared for Walter N. Thomas 11” and recorded among the aforesaid Office of the Recorder of Deeds in
Plot Book 101, Page 96, thence leaving the southern right of way of Delaware Route 14 and binding on the outline of said Lot
1, the following five courses, viz

2. South 34° 44' 24" West 216.04 feet:

3. South 27° 21' 26" West 201.23 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore set,

4. South 19° 39" 12" West 192.30 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore set,

5. South 12° 05' 37" East 358.28 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore set,

6. South 46° 57' 53" East 277.57 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore set , and

7. North 35° 10' 24" East 511.09 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore set at the end of the second or South 38° 58' West
176.57 foot line of a deed from Grace M. Thomas to Jon A. Thomas, dated August 23, 1991 and recorded in the aforesaid Office
of the Recorder of Deeds in Deed Book H, Volume 50, Page 325, thence leaving the aforesaid Lot 1 and binding reversely on the
second line of said deed,

8. North 33° 15' 46" East 176.56 feet to a one inch pipe heretofore set at the end of the second or North 53° 30" 00" West 209.79
foot line of a deed from Jardevtan Corporation to Patricia M. Marney, dated August 29, 2005 and recorded in the aforesaid Office
of the Recorder of Deeds in Deed Book 2375, Page 094, thence binding reversely on the second and first lines of the last
mentioned deed, the following two courses, viz:

9. South 59° 28' 22" East 210.00 feet to a rebar heretofore set, and,

10. North 38° 06' 38" East 68.69 feet to a rebar and cap set on the aforesaid southern right of way of Delaware Route 14, thence
binding on the southern right of way of Delaware Route 14,

11. By anon-tangent curve to the right with a radius of 3397.87 feet and an arc length of 335.20 feet, said curve being subtended by
a chord bearing South 55° 57' 09" East 335.07 feet to a rebar and cap set at the end of the fourth or North 60° 57' 00" East 185.32
foot line of a deed from Polly Hudson to Polly O’Day and Thomas O’Day , dated February 17, 2006 and recorded in the aforesaid
Office of the Recorder of Deeds in Deed Book 2770, Page 302, thence binding reversely on said fourth line,

12. South 34° 04' 53" West 189.69 feet, thence binding in or near the center of a ditch, the following seventeen courses, viz:



13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

217.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

South 32° 56' 39" West 9.00 feet,

South 36° 27' 16" West 51.77 feet,

South 38° 29' 07" West 65.98 feet,

South 36° 37' 41" West 48.90 feet,

South 34° 05' 59" West 61.05 feet,

South 27° 13' 27" West 37.39 feet,

South 21° 42' 17" East 77.94 feet,

South 30° 53' 41" West 71.70 feet,

South 47° 36' 00" West 43.38 feet,

South 49° 53' 24" West 69.97 feet,

South 47° 55' 06" West 69.19 feet,

South 74° 09' 47" West 37.17 feet,

South 47° 00" 07" West 94.01 feet,

South 33° 44' 05" West 66.74 feet,

South 30° 33" 37" West 62.79 feet,

South 31° 20" 18" West 58.11 feet,

South 47° 48" 37" West 161.09 feet to the end of the fourth or South 34° 26' 35" East 95.21 foot line of a deed from Walter N.
Thomas to Jeffrey A. Thomas and Nancy J. Thomas, dated March 17, 2003 and recorded in the aforesaid Office of the Recorder
of Deeds in Deed Book 532, Page 030, thence binding reversely on the fourth, third, and in part on the third lines of the last
mentioned deed, the following three courses, viz:

North 38° 12' 32" West 95.21 feet,

North 30° 51' 16" West 72.69 feet, and

South 14° 11" 36" West 774.23 feet to the center of County Road 447, thence binding in the center of County Road 447,

South 84° 32' 03" West 1295.05 feet to a boundary line agreement between the said land of Walter N. Thomas and Walter N.
Thomas Il and the land conveyed and described in a deed from Wayne L. Hill to Wayne L. Hill, Trustee under the Revocable
Trust Agreement of Wayne L. Hill dated 12/18/95, dated December 18, 1995 and recorded in the aforesaid Office of the Recorder
of Deeds in Deed Book 153, Page 274. thence binding on the boundary agreement line,

North 14° 56' 54" East 2255.01 feet to a % inch pipe heretofore set at a common corner for the said land of Walter N. Thomas
and Walter N. Thomas Il and the land conveyed by and described in a deed from David E. Baker and Shirley A. Baker to Robert
E. Southard, 111 and Jeanette Ann Southard, dated May 5, 1976 and recorded in the aforesaid Office of the Recorder of Deeds in
Deed Book R. Volume 30, Page 143, thence binding in part on the land of Robert E. Southard, 111 and Jeanette Ann Southard and
binding in part on the land described and conveyed in a deed from Willard E. Zook and Virginina Zook to Donald L. Brittingham
and Margaret E. Brittingham, dated June 21, 1984 and recorded in the aforesaid Office of the Recorder of Deeds in Deed Book
L,. Volume 39, Page 264 and binding in part on the aforesaid land of Howard F. Morton and Phyllis Ann Morton,

South 62° 52' 18" East 256.08 feet, thence binding reversely on the second or South 35° 30" West 430 foot line of the aforesaid

Howard F. Morton and Phyllis Ann Morton deed,
North 27° 07' 42" East 422.47 feet, to the place of beginning.



CONTAINING 64.362 acres of land, more or less,

BEING part of the land conveyed by and described in a deed from Walter N. Thomas to Walter N. Thomas and Walter N. Thomas
11 dated November 4, 2005 and recorded in the Office of the Recorder of Deeds in and for Kent County, Delaware in Deed Book 2521,
Page 141. BEING currently known as Tax Map Parcel 500-17300-01-6200-00001.

Tax Parcel 5-00-173.00-01-62.02-00001
7.556 Acre Parcel of Land, Land of Walter N. Thomas, 11
State Route 14, North of Delaware County Road 447, Kent County, Delaware:

BEGINNING for the same at rebar and cap heretofore set on the southern right of way of Delaware Route 14, eighty foot wide, said
rebar and cap being the northeast corner of Lot 1 as shown on a plat entitled “Minor Subdivision Plan, prepared for Walter N. Thomas
Il dated October 27, 2009 and recorded in the aforesaid Office of the Recorder of Deeds in Plot Book 101, Page 96, thence binding
on the outline of Lot 1, as now surveyed, with bearings referred to the Delaware Coordinate System (NAD’83/86),

1. South 34° 44' 24" West 216.04 feet to a rebar heretofore set,

2. South 50° 16" 32" East 115.08 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore set,

3. South 35° 10' 24" West 511.09 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore set,

4. North 46° 57' 53" West 277.57 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore set,

5. North 12° 05' 37" West 358.28 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore set,

6. North 19° 39" 12" East 192.30 feet to a pin and cap (Adams-Kemp) heretofore set,

7. North 27° 21' 26" East 201.23 feet to intersect the aforesaid southern right of way of Delaware Route 14, thence binding on the
southern right of way of Delaware Route 14,

8. South 62° 50' 42" East 505.54 feet to the place of beginning.
CONTAINING 7.556 acres of land, more or less,

BEING part of the land conveyed by and described in a deed from Walter N. Thomas to Walter N. Thomas and Walter N. Thomas
Il dated September 27, 2010 and recorded in the Office of the Recorder of Deeds in and for Kent County, Delaware in Deed Book
2521, Page 141. BEING ALL of Lot 1 as shown on a plat entitled “Minor Subdivision Plan, prepared for Walter N. Thomas Il dated
October 27, 2009 and recorded in the aforesaid Office of the Recorder of Deeds in Plot Book 107, Page 90. BEING currently known
as Tax Map Parcel 5-00-17300-01-6202-000001,

and having considered the recommendation of the Annexation Committee appointed to investigate said annexation on whether or not
to proceed with said annexation, having considered the zoning recommendation of the Planning Commission subject to compliance

with Chapter 230 of the City of Milford Code, having held a Public Hearing on September 27, 2010, having received
acknowledgment of the accepted Plan of Services by the State of Delaware as required of Title 22, Section 101,
Delaware Code, the City of Milford, hereby determines as follows:

Now, Therefore, Be It Resolved,

That this land is hereby annexed into the municipal boundaries of the City of Milford and the description and plot of said
lands are to be recorded in the Office of the Recorder of Deeds in Kent County, Delaware where said lands are situate.

The Petitioner and the City of Milford enter into an annexation agreement for purposes including, but not limited to, the
dedication of easements and/or right-of-ways to the City of Milford or State of Delaware for future utility, roads or other
public improvements as determined by the City of Milford and/or State of Delaware.

That from and after the adoption date of this resolution, the territory annexed will be assessed and taxed at the same rate and
basis as other taxable properties within the City of Milford.

The annexation area is contiguous to Ward 4 and City Council intends that these parcels become part of and be included
within the Ward 4 area upon annexation.



NOW I, Joseph Ronnie Rogers, Mayor of the City of Milford, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct
copy of a Resolution passed by the affirmative vote of two-thirds (2/3) of all the elected members of the City Council of the City of
Milford at a meeting held on November 8, 2010, at which a quorum was present and voting throughout and that the same is still in
full force and effect.

Mayor Joseph Ronnie Rogers
City of Milford

Sworn and subscribed before me this 8" day of November, 2010.

Teresa K. Hudson, Notary Public
Commission Expires 07-25-12



1. § 230-58. - Procedure.
A.

The City Council may, from time to time, on its own motion or the motion of the Planning
Commission or on petition by an owner, amend, supplement, change, modify or repeal the
zoning regulations, restrictions and boundaries in a manner in accordance with the procedure
provided.

B.

All proposals for amending, supplementing, changing, modifying or repealing the zoning
regulations, restrictions or boundaries, before being acted upon by the City Council, except those
originating on motion of the Planning Commission, shall be referred to the Planning
Commission for consideration and recommendation. The Planning Commission shall study all
proposals, whether originating with the Commission or otherwise, conduct a public hearing, after
having given notice required for the agenda of the Commission, and report its findings and
recommendations to the City Council.

C.

The Planning Commission is granted the authority to require, as a condition to consideration of
any proposal other than one originating with the City Council, that a petition be submitted
accompanied by such maps, charts, sketches and other information as the Commission deems
necessary for the proper and effective consideration of such proposal and to refuse to consider
any proposal not complying with such requirement.

D.

No proposed amendment, change, modification or repeal of any zoning regulation, restriction or
boundary shall become effective until after a public hearing shall have been held by the City
Council at which parties in interest and citizens shall have an opportunity to be heard. At least 15
days' notice of the time and place of such hearing shall be published in a newspaper of general
circulation in the City of Milford. In case of an unfavorable report or recommendation for denial
by the Planning Commission, such amendment or change shall not become effective except by a
favorable vote of 3/4 of the City Council.

E.

In the event of a protest against such changes signed by 20% or more of property owners within
200 feet of the proposed change, such amendment shall not become effective except by the
favorable vote of 3/4 of all the members of the City Council.

F.

If, after due consideration, a proposal is denied, such proposal shall not be eligible for
reconsideration for a period of one year after final action by the City Council, except upon the
favorable vote of 3/4 of the Planning Commission or City Council.



Petition
City of Milford, Ci
Page 1 of

Council

We, the undersigned, resided near the property of Walter N. Thomas II. We are petitioning the City Council of Milford, Delaware to
not annex the property of Mr. Thomas into the city of Milford. The property is identified as Kent County tax parcel MD-00-173.00-
01-62.00 and MD-00-173.00-01-62.02 and would be located in the Fourth Ward of The City of Milford.
We request no annexation occur, but should annexation be approved then we ask for the individual residential zoning of R-1. An R-1
zoning would maintain a residential environment that we as neighbors wish to maintain. We would also request that all wet lands and
ponds on the property of Mr. Walter N. Thomas II listed above remain protected and not developed.
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Petition
City of Milford, City Council
Page 2 of

We, the undersigned, resided near the property of Walter N. Thomas II. We are petitioning the City Council of Milford, Delaware to
not annex the property of Mr. Thomas into the city of Milford. The property is identified as Kent County tax parcel MD-00-173.60-
01-62.00 and MD-00-173.00-01-62.02 and would be located in the Fourth Ward of The City of Milford.

We request no annexation occur, but should annexation be approved then we ask for the individual residential zoning of R-1. An R-1
zoning would maintain a residential environment that we as neighbors wish to maintain. We would also request that all wet lands and
ponds on the property of Mr. Walter N. Thomas II listed above remain protected and not developed.
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Petition

City of Milford, City Council
Paged of 5

We, the undersigned, resided near the property of Walter N. Thomas II. We are petitioning the City Council of Milford, Delaware to
not annex the property of Mr. Thomas into the city of Milford. The property is identified as Kent County tax parcel MD-00-173.00-

01-62.00 and MD-00-173.00-01-62.02 and would be located in the Fourth Ward of The City of Milford.

We request no annexation occur, but should annexation be approved then we ask for the individual residential zoning of R-1. An R-1
zoning would maintain a residential environment that we as neighbors wish to maintain. We would also request that all wet lands and
ponds on the property of Mr. Walter N. Thomas II listed above remain protected and not developed.
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Petition
City of Milford, City Council
Page’( of

We, the undersigned, resided near the property of Walter N. Thomas II. We are petitioning the City Council of Milford, Delaware to
not annex the property of Mr. Thomas into the city of Milford. The property is identified as Kent County tax parcel MD-00-173.00-
01-62.00 and MD-00-173.00-01-62.02 and would be located in the Fourth Ward of The City of Milford.

We request no annexation occur, but should annexation be approved then we ask for the individual residential zoning of R-1. An R-1

zoning would maintain a residential environment that we as neighbors wish to maintain. We would also request that all wet lands and
ponds on the property of Mr. Walter N. Thomas II listed above remain protected and not developed.
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Petition
City of Milford, City Council

Page 5’01' <

We, the undersigned, resided near the property of Walter N. Thomas II. We are petitioning the City Council of Milford, Delaware to
not annex the property of Mr. Thomas into the city of Milford. The property is identified as Kent County tax parcel MD-00-173.00-
01-62.00 and MD-00-173.00-01-62.02 and would be located in the Fourth Ward of The City of Milford.

We request no annexation occur, but should annexation be approved then we ask for the individual residential zoning of R-1. An R-1
zoning would maintain a restdential environment that we as neighbors wish to maintain. We would also request that all wet lands and
ponds on the property of Mr. Walter N. Thomas II listed above remain protected and not developed.
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From the Desk of...

Jon A. Thomas

To: Gary Norris/Terry Hudson
RE: Walter N. Thomas Property Annexation and Zoning

Date: September 27, 2010

Dear Gary,

I am the property owner at 1309 Milford Harrington Highway, Milford, DE 19963. This letter is to
inform you that | am in favor of the annexation and zoning of this property as requested.

Please let me know if you need any additional information. I can be reached at 302-540-1440.



NOTICE OF PLANNING COMMISSION & CITY COUNCIL PUBLIC HEARINGS
City of Milford Zoning Code Amendment
Ordinance 2010-14

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN the Planning Commission of the City of Milford will hold a Public
Hearing on the following amendment to the City of Milford Zoning Code on Tuesday, September
21, 2010 at 7:00 p.m., or as soon thereafter as possible.

A FINAL PUBLIC HEARING is scheduled on Monday, September 27, 2010 at 7:00 p.m. before
Milford City Council. Following the hearing, Ordinance 2010-14 may be adopted, with or without
amendments.

Ordinance 2010-14

The City of Milford hereby ordains as follows:
Chapter 230: ZONING

Section 1.

An Ordinance to Amend the Code of the City of Milford, Chapter 230, thereof, entitled Zoning,
by providing a potential waiver in the number of off street parking spaces for large commercial
developments.

Section 2.

Section 230-21, Parking and loading standards, Subsection B, Use Standards, is hereby amended
by adding a new sub-paragraph entitled 8230-21- B (1) to read as follows:

8230-21- B (1) Reduction in the Required Number of off Street Parking Spaces in the case of
developments such as shopping centers or other commercial developments required to provide
more than 50 off-street parking space.

The developer must set aside space to accommodate 100% of the area necessary to provide the
parking requirements established by this Ordinance, but, upon the request of the developer, if
agreed by the City of Milford, the developer may be permitted to set aside space to accommodate
100% of the area necessary to provide the parking requirements established by this chapter but
not be required to construct more than 80% of the required parking spaces. In the event the
developer is permitted to construct fewer than the required parking spaces, the remainder of the
parking area set aside must be kept free of all construction and be planted and maintained as a
grassy area and designated as Future Parking Space. The City of Milford may require
construction of the remaining parking spaces at any time by the then owner of the premises upon
giving the owner not less than six months' advance written notice. In the event of the granting of
the waiver herein described, the fact of the grant as well as the requirement that the owner
maintain the space set aside as a level grass area and that the City of Milford has reserved the
right to require construction of the remaining parking spaces upon six months' notice to the
owner of the site must be reflected in a note appearing on the subdivision or site development
plans recorded.



Section 3.

Dates.

Introduction to City Council: 08-09-10

Planning Commission Hearing: 09-21-10

City Council Hearing and Projected Adoption Date: 09-27-10
Ordinance will become effective ten days following adoption.

Both the Planning Commission and City Council Public Hearings will be held in the Council
Chambers at Milford City Hall, 201 South Walnut Street, Milford, Delaware.

The public is invited to attend and encouraged to comment on the amendment to the Zoning
Code. If unable to attend, written comments will be accepted up to one week prior to hearings.

A complete copy of the Code of the City of Milford is available by request through the City
Clerk’s Office at Milford City Hall, 201 South Walnut Street, Milford, Delaware, 19963 or
through the city website at cityofmilford.com.



NOTICE OF PLANNING COMMISSION & CITY COUNCIL PUBLIC HEARINGS
City of Milford Zoning Code Amendment
Ordinance 2010-14

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN the Planning Commission of the City of Milford will hold
a Public Hearing on the following amendment to the City of Milford Zoning Code on
Tuesday, September 21, 2010 at 7:00 p.m., or as soon thereafter as possible.

A FINAL PUBLIC HEARING is scheduled on Monday, September 27, 2010 at 7:00
p.m. before Milford City Council. Following the hearing, Ordinance 2010-14 may be
adopted, with or without amendments.

Ordinance 2010-14

The City of Milford hereby ordains as follows:
Chapter 230: ZONING

Section 1.

An Ordinance to Amend the Code of the City of Milford, Chapter 230, thereof, entitled
Zoning, by providing a potential waiver in the number of off street parking spaces for
large commercial developments.

Section 2.
Section 230-20, General Provisions, Subsection A, is hereby amended by adding a
new paragraph, and renumbering the remaining, to read asfollows:

230-20-A Purpose. The purpose of thissection isto alleviate or prevent congestion
of the public streetsand to promote the safety and welfare of the public by
establishing minimum requirementsfor the off-street parking of motor vehiclesin
accor dance with the useto which the property isput. It isfurther the purpose of
this section to reduce impervious surfacesin off street parking areas by reserving
parking for possible future needs utilizing green technology applications.

Section 2 3.

Section 230-21, Parking and loading standards, Subsection B, Use Standards, is hereby
amended by adding a new sub-paragraph entitled 8230-21- B (1) to read as follows:

8230-21- B (1) Reduction in the Required Number of off Street Parking Spaces in the
case of developments such-as-shopping-centers-or-othercommercial-developments
required to provide more than 50 off-street parking space.

The developer must set aside space to accommodate 100% of the area necessary to
provide the parking requirements established by this Ordinance, but, upon the request of
the developer, if agreed by the City-efMilferd Milford Planning Commission, the




developer may be permitted to set aside space to accommodate 100% of the area
necessary to provide the parking requirements established by this chapter but not be
required to construct more than 80% of the required parking spaces. In the event the
developer is permitted to construct fewer than the required parking spaces, the remainder
of the parking area set aside must be kept free of all construction and be planted and
maintained as a grassy area and designated as Future Parking Space. The City of Milford
may require construction of the remaining parking spaces at any time by the then owner
of the premises upon giving the owner not less than six (6) months' advance written
notice. In the event of the granting of the waiver herein described, the fact of the grant as
well as the requirement that the owner maintain the space set aside as a level grass area
and that the City of Milford has reserved the right to require construction of the
remaining parking spaces upon six (6) months' notice to the owner of the site must be
reflected in a note appearing on the subdivision or site development plans recorded.

Section 3 4.

Dates.

Introduction to City Council: 08-09-10

Planning Commission Hearing: 09-21-10

City Council Hearing and Projected Adoption Date: 09-27-10
Ordinance will become effective ten days following adoption.

Both the Planning Commission and City Council Public Hearings will be held in the
Council Chambers at Milford City Hall, 201 South Walnut Street, Milford, Delaware.

The public is invited to attend and encouraged to comment on the amendment to the
Zoning Code. If unable to attend, written comments will be accepted up to one week
prior to hearings.

A complete copy of the Code of the City of Milford is available by request through the
City Clerk’s Office at Milford City Hall, 201 South Walnut Street, Milford, Delaware,
19963 or through the city website at cityofmilford.com.



December 2010 Meeting

The December Workshop will be held

Tuesday, December 28™ at 7:00 p.m.



ORDINANCE 2010-16
AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND CHAPTER 204 OF THE CODE OF
THECITY OF MILFORD, TAXATION, FOR THE PURPOSES OF
ESTABLISHING A DUE DATE FOR PROPERTY TAXES AND
PENALTIES FOR NON-PAYMENT.
WHEREAS, the City recognizes many of its citizens are experiencing financial challenges; and,

WHEREAS, both the County and City property tax bills are due and can be paid without penalty
by September 30, 2010; and,

NOW, THEREFORE THE CITY OF MILFORD HEREBY ORDAINS:

Section 1. Chapter 204 of the Code of the City of Milford, entitled Taxation, is hereby amended
to include a new Atrticle to read as follows:

ARTICLE Ill—Property Taxes

§204-10 Due Date for Payment of Property Taxes.
Property taxes shall be payable on or before September 30 of each year.

§204-11 Penalties.

To every tax not paid after the said date established in §204-10, there shall be added and
collected a penalty, for each month that the said tax remains unpaid. A penalty of one
percent per month or fraction thereof shall be charged on all unpaid property taxes. City
Council, by resolution, may impose a date later than that established in 8204-10 for the
addition and collection of penalties.

Section 2. Dates

Introduction to City Council—August 23, 2010

Projected Adoption by City Council—September 27, 2010
Projected Effective Date—October 7, 2010

081610 091410



Resolution 2010-16
Extending the Payment Deadline for Real Property Taxes in the City of Milford
Fiscal Year 2010-2011

Whereas, the City of Milford Property Taxes are due and payable on or prior to September 30" of
each year; and

Whereas, Milford property owners, like most Americans, are suffering in this economic downturn;
and

Whereas, the property owners in the City of Milford, more than ever, are depending on the City
Council and City Leadership to be mindful of the financial burden created by the due date for property
taxes being the same for Kent and Sussex Counties; and

Whereas, after due consideration, City Council finds that it to be in the best interest of property
owners in the City of Milford property owners to provide temporary property tax relief this fiscal year;
and

Whereas City Council recommends an extension of the due date for real property taxes owed for
Fiscal Year 2010-2011 from September 30, 2010 to November 3, 2010.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the City Council of the City of Milford hereby authorizes
the City Manager to defer the deadline for the payment of property taxes in the City of Milford for
Fiscal Year 2010-2011 by extending the due date from September 30, 2010 to November 3, 2010.

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that payments received after the close of business on November
3, 2010 shall be considered delinquent and a one percent penalty assessed on the unpaid balance.

Mayor Joseph Ronnie Rogers

City Clerk Teresa K. Hudson

Adopted: September 27, 2010



CITY OF MILFORD ORDINANCE
Realignment of Boundary Lines of Ward | and Ward |11

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN the following ordinance is currently under review by Milford City Council:
ORDINANCE 2010-15

Section 1.

WHEREAS, an error was discovered by the Charter Review Committee in which it was determined that lands in Ward 3
were not contiguous with other lands in that ward but did share a common boundary with Ward I; and

WHEREAS, this resulted in a failure to comply with the contiguous and compactness requirements of Article I, Section
2.07 of the City of Milford Charter; and

WHEREAS, this matter was presented to the City Council who recognized the need to protect communities of interest;
and

WHEREAS, adjustments to the City Council Districts ensures fair representation for all citizens and conforms with the
requirements of the United States Constitution and federal statutes; and

WHEREAS, upon completion and distribution of data from the 2010 Census, additional examination by the Districting
Commission may result in an overall Redistricting Plan for the City of Milford.

Section 2.
NOW, THEREFORE, the City of Milford hereby ordains as follows:

1. Portions of Ward | and Ward 11, southeast of Milford, are hereby realigned by excluding therefrom Ward I,
those lands not contiguous and including therein and therewith subject lands into Ward I.

2. Attached maps display current Wards (#1) and revised Wards (#2) comprised of four contiguous Council
districts.

3. This Ordinance has been properly advertised and copies of the Ordinance and related materials made available

to the public on August 23, 2010.

4. By a vote of , Milford City Council approves the realignment of Council
District Boundaries, specifically Ward | and Ward I11, and whose legal descriptions, in their entirety, as shown
below:

CITY OF MILFORD-DESCRIPTION OF WARD BOUNDARIES

The First Ward shall consist of all the territory within the City limits as follows: Beginning at a point in the center of the
intersection of Deep Branch and Business Route 1; thence along the centerline of Business Route 1 in a northerly direction
to the point of intersection of Southeast Second Street; thence westerly by the centerline of Southeast Second Street to the
point of its intersection with McColley Street; thence by the centerline of McColley Street in a northerly direction to the
point of its intersection with Southeast Front Street; thence by the centerline of Southeast Front Street, in a westerly direction
to its point of intersection with South Walnut street; thence by the centerline of South Walnut Street in a southerly direction
to the corporate limits of the City; thence along the corporate limits in a northeasterly direction to the intersection of the
corporate limits to the western most point of Shawnee Country Club; thence along the corporate limits in a generally
southeasternly direction to the point of intersection of Johnson Road; thence continuing with the corporate limits in a
northeasterly direction to the intersection with DE Route 1; thence continuing with the corporate limits in a northwesterly
direction to the point of intersection on the easterly R.O.W. of Route 1 and Business Route 1; thence continuing with the
corporate limits in a northeasterly direction 2,150 feet to the intersection of Beaver Dam Road; thence along the corporate
limits in a southeasterly direction to the point of intersection with Sharps Road; thence with the corporate limits and Sharps
Road in a Northeasterly direction 2,700 feet; thence leaving Sharps Road and continuing with the corporate limits in a
generally northwesterly direction to the intersection with the centerline of Deep Branch; thence with the corporate limits
and along the center of the meanderings of Deep Branch in a northeasterly direction through the run of Marshall Mill Pond
to its intersection with Business Route 1.



The Second Ward shall consist of all territory within the City limits as follows: Beginning at a point in the intersection of
North Walnut Street and Northwest Front Street; thence along the centerline of Northwest Front Street in a westerly
direction to the point of its intersection with U. S. Route 113; thence along the centerline of U. S. Route 113 in a southerly
direction to the point of its intersection with North Shore Drive; thence westerly by the centerline of North Shore Drive to
its point of intersection with the western limits of the City (a distance of Five Hundred Feet west of the western boundary
of U. S. Route 113); thence southerly (in a line parallel to and Five Hundred Feet from the westerly boundary of U. S. Route
113) along the westerly boundary of the City to the shore of Haven Lake; thence westerly following along the shoreline of
said Lake to the north side of Evergreen Lane; (thence along the north side of Evergreen Lane to the intersection of
Evergreen Lane and a line parallel with and Five Hundred Feet west of the western boundary of U. S. Route 113); thence
continuing in a southerly direction along the western boundary line of the City to the southern point of what is known as
the Susan & Bruce Geyer property; thence in a northeasterly direction along the corporate limits of the City and Herring
Branch to the intersection of the corporate limits and the centerline of South Walnut Street; thence north by the centerline
of South Walnut Street to the intersection of Northwest Front Street.

The Third Ward shall consist of all territory within the City limits as follows: Beginning at a point in the center of the
intersection of Deep Branch and Business Route 1; thence along the centerline of Business Route 1 in a northerly direction
to the point of intersection of Southeast Second Street; thence westerly by the centerline of Southeast Second Street to the
point of its intersection with McColley Street; thence by the centerline of McColley Street in a northerly direction to the
point of its intersection with Southeast Front Street; thence by centerline of Southeast Front Street in a westerly direction
to its point of intersection with South Walnut Street; thence by the centerline of Walnut Street in a northerly direction to
the point where it intersects the centerline of U. S. Route 113; thence along the centerline of U.S. Route 113 and U.S. Route
1 in a northerly direction to the intersection of the City limits; thence along the corporate limits in a northerly direction to
the northern most point of the City limits; thence along the eastern boundary of the City in a southeasterly direction to a
point on the southeast corner of U.S. Route 1 and State Route 36; thence along the corporate limits in a southwesterly
direction to the point of its intersection with U.S.Business Route 1; thence with the corporate limits in a northwesterly
direction to the center of the intersection of Deep Branch and Business Route 1.

The Fourth Ward shall consist of all territory within the City limits as follows: Beginning at a point in the intersection of
North Walnut Street and Northwest Front Street; thence along the centerline of Northwest Front Street in a westerly
direction to the point of its intersection with U. S. Route 113; thence along the centerline of U. S. Route 113 in a southerly
direction to the point of its intersection with North Shore Drive; thence westerly by the centerline of North Shore Drive to
its point of intersection with the western limits of the City (a distance of Five Hundred Feet west of the western boundary
of U. S. Route 113); thence in a generally northerly direction along the western boundary of the City to a point where said
line would intersect the northerly boundary of the Third Ward; thence southerly along the aforesaid line of the Third Ward,
to the point of intersection of the centerlines of North Walnut Street and U. S. Route 113; thence by the centerline of North
Walnut Street to its intersection with Northwest Front Street. The City Council may provide for a fifth ward and re-arrange
the boundaries of the four wards provided for herein, in the event of annexation or re-apportionment as hereinafter set forth.

Section 3. The new Council districts and boundaries shall supersede previous districts and boundaries and whose legal
description, contained herein, and official map shall be filed in the Office of the City Clerk.

Section 4. Official Maps (see attached).
#1 Current Wards
#2 Proposed Wards (Ward | and Ward 111 realigned)

Section 5.

Dates.

Ordinance & Map Publication Dates:
Milford Chronicle 08/25/10

The Beacon 08/26/10

Introduction - City Council: 08/23/10
Adoption - City Council: 09/27/10
Effective - 10/07/10



AIRPORT RD,

2] [

USQUEHANNA AV

|
SHERMANI|AV

L)
S

H#1

2 — SXERXAA Y
e, L
| . i K Existing Wards|
nkt STON|ST - “w ‘ L %Ny
mn @Q’%‘& DAVIS 4
2,700 3,600 "“ ; sster | (11 ]] g 4'@ FRIEDEL INC.
o — , 1 [ T
I ——— it " City of Milford s e




HOLLY HILL RD

0 900 1,800 2,700 3,600
k /S [ ] T~ //Feet

AIRPORT RD

SUSQUEHANNA AV

S
LD

H
SHERMANI|AV

smmilm

ILs INpug

I)\HNSON AE / [-

__II_

VABHINGTON|ST

|

BUTLER AV 1

] —

|

ELY

L

_h

L1E]

City o

|
Mi

lfo rd]

I S

[N\ GDN

)_ |

S

“‘:“
SR

% 3

%

% SRS
e

Q)

‘1

Y
N/

DAVIS
BOWEN &
FRIEDEL, INC.

ARCHITECTS = ENGINEERS = SURVEYORS

SALISBURY,MARYLAND B MILFORI

/




Tax Warrant (Amended)



ELAWARE
ASSESSMENT DEPARTMENT - 201 SQUTH WALNUT STREET
302.424.3712 BXT 314, FaX 302.424,3559 ’ MiLFoRrD, DE 19963

www,cityofmilford.com
MEMO
TO:  Deniss Bangs C)\J»dﬂ‘ + Q&Q/U) UJ\JY
B 29h3ULLD

.",
FR:  lohn Darsney @
27

DA:  August 20, 2010

RE:  Property Record Correstion Loe [D 27520

Denise

[ received a call from Mis. Paquette concerning the assessment on a prapetty shie owns. The land assessment went from
$12,000 to $570,000; this caused & large tax increase in this year’s tax bill. [ rosearched the matter and discovered the
soreage of the lot wont from 6,500 5q. . ta 72,00 acres; this was the canse of the assessment inorease. This ot has not
increased in acreage the inicrense is an eitor in the property record, Without going into all the technical details I used thig
property recoxd as a test for xesidential land values on Milford Harrington Hwy when applied to latge tracts of land,
Apparently | saved the $570,000 value on the 72 acre test by mistake and the tax bill went out to the owner.

L have corrected all the information in CLT and H.T.E. , could you adjust the tax account to reflect the correct amount
owed and send Mrs. Paquetio an adjusted bill, oh and | believe she currently has a Senior tax reduction also.

Thanks John

Correct Iand Assessment is $19,000



THEITY of

DELAWARE
ASSPSEMENT DEPARTMENT 201 SOUTH WALNUT STREET

302.424.3712.BX¥ 314, FAX 302.424.3559 MILFORD, DE 19963
www.cityofmiltord.com

MEMO ( padot QCeouTY
%1, 171.64

TOQ:  Denise Bames

FR:  John ﬁatsn%

DA:  Aupust 31, 2010
RE:  Property Record Correction Log ID 25240

Denige

.An audit of the property record had. stated a third building know as 115 Aerenson Dr located on this lot.
This third building was originally part of this property but was sepatated and assigned a new lot per an
approved subdivision in 2004, Corrections have been made to the property record indieating two

buildings total with the third being removed.
Could you adjust the tax account to reflect the correct amount owed and send an adjusted bill, out?

Previous Assessment Previous Tax Liability $6,060,50
Building(s) $981,800
Land $335,700
New Assessment Revised Tax Liability $4,892.56
Building(s)  $727,900
Land $335,700

Thenks John




DELAWARE
ASSESSMENT DEPARTMENT 201 SouTH WALNUT STREET
302.424,3712 exT 314, FAX 302.4724.3559 MILFORD, DE 19963

www.cityofimlford.com
e QLD
TO:  Denis¢ Bames ?& qu(m a &

FR: Johu Darw

DA:  Aagust 31, 2010

RE:  Property Record Correcrion Loc ID 40720

Denise

An mudit of the property record for parcel Md-16-174,14-01-08.03, otherwise know as 105 Aerenson Dr.
showed the lot as two acres of land, this was corrected to reflect the actual lot size of 1 acre per the
recorded deed BK2258 pg0120, I have corrected ell the information in CLT and H.T.E., and all
documents have been scanned in optiview. Could you adjust the tax account to reflect the correct
amount owed and send an adjusted bill, out.

Previous Assessment Previous Tax Liability $3,141.80
Building $327.300

Land $355,700
New Assessment Reviged Tax Liability $2.655.58
Building  $327,300
Land $250,000

Thanks John
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THE CITY of

®

DHLAWARI
ASSESSMENT DEPARTMENT 201 SoUTH WALNUT STREET
302.424.3712 gxT 314, FAX 302.424.3559 MILFORD, DE 19963

www.cityofmilford.com

MEMO |
| edatr-Quecount
TC: David Beard ; d:{) 3 9\ )BC\B !z;\“

Ce: Denise Barnag

FR:  Jokm /"" |
DA:  Septernber 13, 2010

RE:  Property Asseserent Ghange:
Dave

The assessed value concerning the main gas line facilities owned by Eastern Shore Natural Gas (acct# 86260)
has decreased due to a repotting etror for the actual lineal feet of maih line that runs through the City of
Milford, Eastern Shote has utilized Gis mapping technology to confirm the actual facilities within Milford’s
eotporate limits and has discovered a major mistake on what hag been reported since 2001 to present. The main
line as previously reported was 107,616 liner feet; this has been corrected to the actual arount of 25,832 liner
feet. I met with Matt Dewey, of Eastern Shors, on Sept 2, 2010 and confirmed the information, [ also informed
him past years taxes paid ate not refundable he understood, Apparently Eastern Shore reported all main line
projects in the “Milford Area” as within city limits. Eastern Shore will continue to utilize Gis Mapping
Technology to maintain an accurate record of its facilities in Milford, which should prevent réporting errors in
the future. Each year Utility companies report new additions to their facilities, if any, to the City. From this
point forward a copy of the maps showing the new facilitigs will be included in the annual reports submitted.
This information will be confirmed be before the assessment record is updated.

Denise

I have adjusted the assessment revord to reflect the corrected assessments. Could you send a revised bill to Eagtern Shore?
Previous Assessment  $9,152,400
Revised Assessment  $2,110,951

Thanks John



ORDER NO.
1

DATE
August 10, 2010

CONTRACT CHANGE ORDER STATE
: Delaware

CONTRACT FOR ) COUNTY
North Front Street Sewer Replacement Project Kent

OWNER
City of Milford, 201 S. Walnut Street, Milford, DE 19963

To JJID, Inc., 100 Julian Lane, Bear, DE 19701

(Contractor)
You are hereby requested to comply with the following changes from the contract plans and specifications:

Description of Changes DECREASE INCREASE
(Supplemental Plans and Specifications Attached) in Contract Price in Contract Price
$ $
Installation of additional of 15" gravity sewer 6,054.41
0 6,054.41
TOTALS | §

0 ,054.4

NET CHANGE IN CONTRACT PRICE | § 505941

JUSTIFICATION:

This work was for the installation of an additional 15 feet of 15 inch gravity sewer which was damaged by a
concrete encasement placed around the old forcemain at the time of installation. Work also includes hand
removal of a significant amount of concrete to prevent damage to the existing forcemain as well as replacement
of a section of existing stormdrain in the area of the work.

The amount of the Contract will be @eoxeased) (Increased) By The Sum Of: _SiX thousand fifty-four dollars and
41/100

Dollars ($ 6.054.41 ).

The Contract Total Including this and previous Change Orders Will Be: Seven hundred ninety-six thousand two

hundred forty-nine dollars and 41/100 Dollars (§ _796,249.41 ).

The Contract Period Provided for Completion Will Be (knoreased) (Beoreased) (Unchanged): -0- Days.

This document will become a supplement to the contract and all provisions will apply hereto.

Requested S—
City of Milford (Owner) (Date)
Recommended : .
Davis, Bowen & Friedel, Inc. (Owner’s Architect/Engineer) (Date)
Accepted
HID, Inc (Contractor) (Date)
Approved by Agency

St: f Del DNREC
ate of Delaware / (Name and Title) (Date)



 INC

General Contractor

100 Julian Lane
Bear. OE 19701

Invoice No.

Customer —
Name Davis, Bowen & Friedel, Inc -Attn: Randy Duplechain Date 7/6/2010
Address 23 North Walnut Street ___ B Order No. 1289 - X0006
City Milford State DE ZIP 19963 Rep
Phone FOB
Qty Description Unit Price TOTAL
15" Sewer Stub out of MH104 - 5/13/10 & 5/14/10
Labor:
15.0  [John Williams (Foreman) $56.94 $854.10
15.0  |Edwin Perez (Laborer) $58.49 | $877.35
15.0 |Eric Perez-Chajchalac (Laborer) $58.49 | $877.35
15.0  |Frances Hennessy (Laborer) { $54.89 - $823.35
15.0 David Lane (Laborer) $58.49 : $877.35
Equipment: |
15.0 |Pickup (Foreman - PTRK30) $7.00 ¢ $105.00
1.0 'Small Rubber Hoe (BACK15 & BACK06) [ $40.00 $440.00
11.5  !Small Tools (Chipping Gun, Small Tool, Tamp) ' $12.00 $138.00
Material:
1.0 15" SDR 26 ($232.84 + 15% mark up) $267.77 $267.77
3.0  #57 Stone ($20.90/n + 15% mark up) $24.04 $72.12
30 [CR-6 ($18.33/tn + 15% mark up) $21.08 $63.24
1.0 Cold Patch ($130.00/tn + 15% mark up) $149.50 : $149.50 -
Subcontractor: .
80  American Flag (Brenda Messing - Straight Time) $35.36 $282.88
45  American Flag (Brenda Messing - Overtime) $50.31 $226.40
SubTotal $6.054.41
Payment Details
O cash
O Check
O Credit Card TOTAL | $6,054.41 |
Name —
CC# Office Use Only




| DAVIS,
‘Il' R BOWEN &
FRIEDEL, INC. ARCHITECTS ENGINEERS SURVEYORS
M'

August 10, 2010

JID, Inc.
100 Julian Lane
Bear, Delaware 19701

Attn:  Mr. Timothy E. Stephens
Project Manager

RE: North Front Street Sewer Replacement Project
Milford, Delaware
DBF # 052A149

Dear Tim:

Enclosed for your review and signature are three (3) copies of Change Order Number 1 on the
above-referenced project. This change order, in the amount of $6,054.41, is for the additional
work associated with the 15 inch gravity sewer line replacement at the intersection of West
Street and Front Street. Please sign and return all three (3) copies to me for further processing.
Upon receipt of the signed copies we will forward the change order to both the City and DNREC
for final approval.

Should you have any questions or need additional information, please feel free to contact our
office.

Sincerel -
R B. Duplechain, P.E.
Principal

\Milford 052\A149.. \A149—TS Chg Ord 1

Enc.

cc: David Baird, City Manager w/enc.
Brad Dennehy, Public Works Director w/enc.
Mark Mallamo, City Engineer w/enc.
Davison Mwale, DNREC w/enc.



Request approval for:

Change order, not to exceed $115,000, to the original JJID contract, which
increases the North Front Street Sewer Project approved November 9, 2009 to

$905,195.



ORDINANCE 2009-22 (PROPOSED 09-19-10)

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND CHAPTER 230 OF THE CODE
OF THE CITY OF MILFORD, ZONING, RELATING
BILLBOARDS.

WHEREAS, the City acknowledges the current zoning ordinance does not adequately define and
address the placement of billboards within the City limits;

NOW, THEREFORE THE CITY OF MILFORD HEREBY ORDAINS:

Section 1. Chapter 230, Section 4 of the Code of the City of Milford, entitled Zoning, is hereby
amended by adding the following definition:

BILLBOARD - A sign directing attention to a business, commodity, service or
entertainment conducted, sold or offered elsewhere other than upon the premises where
the sign is maintained.

Section 2. Chapter 230, Section 24B.of the Code of the City of Milford, entitled Zoning, is
hereby amended by adding the following language:

(13) Billboards.

Section 3. Chapter 230, Section 26.B, of the Code of the City of Milford, entitled Zoning, is
hereby amended as follows:

ZONING
City of Milford
Sign Types and Allowable Dimensions and Restrictions

SEE ATTACHED CHART WHEREIN THE CATEGORY BILLBOARD WAS CHANGED
FROM N/A TO PROHIBITED.

Section 4. Dates

Introduction to City Council—November 23, 2009
Planning Commission Public Hearing—December 15, 2009
City Council Public Hearing—July 26, 2010

Adoption Date:

Effective Date:



Wall or Mailbox Freestanding Fascia: Commercial Hanging/ Marquee Illuminated EMB Mobile Billboard PROPOSED:
Zoning (residence/occupant (mounted on (wall, roof edge, etc) Projecting (movable letters) (non flashing) (mounted, (outdoor Billboard
Dist ID) posts(s)) (of wall square feet) (extended trailer, etc.) advertisement)
Ht Sq Feet Ht Sq Feet from wall) Ht Sq Ht Sq Sq Ft Ht | Sq
(square feet) Feet Feet Feet
R-1 42" 2 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A Prohibited N/A N/A Prohibited
R-2 42" 2 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A Prohibited N/A N/A Prohibited
R-3 42" 2 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A Prohibited N/A N/A Prohibited
C-1 427 2 48” 4 10% 15 48” 9 48” 4 Prohibited N/A N/A Prohibited
C-2 N/A N/A 48” 4 10% 20 48” 9 48” 4 Prohibited N/A N/A Prohibited
Cc-3 N/A N/A 28 225 10% 20 10 48 28 225 32 and N/A N/A Prohibited |
ratio of 4:8
H-1 N/A N/A 25 70 5% N/A N/A N/A 25 70 Prohibited N/A N/A Prohibited
0oC-1 N/A N/A 28 225 5% N/A 10 48 28 225 Prohibited N/A N/A Prohibited
-1 N/A N/A 28 200 5% N/A 10 48 28 200 Prohibited N/A N/A Prohibited
1-2 N/A N/A 28 200 5% N/A 10 48 28 200 Prohibited N/A N/A Prohibited




ORDINANCE 2009-22

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND CHAPTER 230 OF THE CODE OF
THE CITY OF MILFORD, ZONING, FOR THE PURPOSE OF
ALLOWING BILLBOARDS AS A CONDITIONAL USE IN A
HIGHWAY COMMERCIAL (C-3) DISTRICT.

WHEREAS, the City acknowledges the current zoning ordinance does not adequately define and
address the placement of billboards within the City limits;
NOW, THEREFORE THE CITY OF MILFORD HEREBY ORDAINS:

Section 1. Chapter 230, Section 4 of the Code of the City of Milford, entitled Zoning, is hereby
amended by adding the following definition:

BILLBOARD - A sign directing attention to a business, commodity, service or
entertainment conducted, sold or offered elsewhere than upon the premises where the sign
is maintained.

Section 2. Chapter 230, Section 14.C of the Code of the City of Milford, entitled Zoning, is hereby
amended by adding the following language:

(18) Billboard, subject to the following:
(@)  Shall be constructed and maintained in accordance with the Delaware Code,

Title 17-Highways, Chapter 11-Regulations of Outdoor Advertising,
Subchapter 1-General Provisions.

Section 3. Chapter 230, Section 26.B, of the Code of the City of Milford, entitled Zoning, is
hereby amended as follows:

ZONING
City of Milford
Sign Types and Allowable Dimensions and Restrictions

SEE ATTACHED SIGN CHART

Section 4. Dates.

Introduction to City Council 11/23/09
Planning Commission Public Hearing 12/15/09
City Council Public Hearing 07/26/10
Adoption Date

Effective Date



TYPES OF SIGNS

Wall or Mailbox Freestanding Fascia: Commercial Hanging/ Marquee Illuminated EMB Mobile Billboard PROPOSED
Zoning (residence/occupant (mounted on (wall, roof edge, etc) Projecting (movable letters) (non flashing) (mounted, (outdoor
District D) posts(s)) (of wall square feet) (extended trailer, etc.) advertisement) Billboard
Ht Sq Feet Ht Sq Feet from wall) Ht Sq Ht Sq Sq Ft
(square feet) Feet Feet
R-1 42" 2 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A Prohibited N/A N/A Prohibited
R-2 427 2 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A Prohibited N/A N/A Prohibited
R-3 427 2 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A Prohibited N/A N/A Prohibited
C-1 42" 2 48” 4 10% 15 48" 9 48” 4 Prohibited N/A N/A Prohi d
C-2 N/A N/A 48” 4 10% 20 48" 9 48” 4 Prohibited N/A N/A Prohibited
Cc-3 N/A N/A 28 225 10% 20 10 48 28 225 32 and N/A N/A CONDITIONAL
ratio of 4:8 USE-
PER DelDOT
Standards
H-1 N/A N/A 25' 70 5% N/A N/A N/A 25' 70 Prohibited N/A N/A Prohibited
0oc-1 N/A N/A 28 225 5% N/A 10 48 28 225 Prohibited N/A N/A Prohibited
I-1 N/A N/A 28 200 5% N/A 10 48 28 200 Prohibited N/A N/A Prohibited
1-2 N/A N/A 28 200 5% N/A 10 48 28 200 Prohibited N/A N/A Prohibited




FY 2010-11 Budget Amendment:

Decrease Capital Parks Expense Account 101-1910-451-70-50
Increase General Fund/Fund Balance Revenue Account 101-0000-399-10-00
Total

Increase Boys & Girls Club Account 101-1110-411-68-21
($105,400 to $163,734)

$42,985
$15,349
$58,334

$58,334



Fall Cleanup

Oct 18-22 with rain dates for the following week.

David W. Baird
City Manager

City of Milford
201 S. Walnut St.
Milford, DE 19963



ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES
' \ PROPOSAL FOR:

)

e R &
LI BN French + Ryan, I:
s Arc ltecture . Interlor Desngn .

S : )
.‘ S |
-, 5N

N , I i S
i A L e e o S

i \




I

French + Ryan, Inc.

Architecture © Interior Design ® Site Planning
www.frenchryan.com

 August 24,2010

Chief E. Keith Hudson
. Milford Police Department
. 400 N.E. Front Street
o Mllford DE 19960 t ' ’ ' M27040

RE ARCHITECTURAL NEEDS ASSESSMENT & SCHEMATIC DEISGN
FOR THE MILFORD POLICE DEPARTMENT

Dear Chief Hudson:
: French + Ryan, Inc. is pleased to submit our quahf cations for your consnderatlon

: French + Ryan, Inc.; as Prlme Architect of Record will work with Redstone Architects, Inc. of Bloomfield
Hills, MI as Consultmg Architect for Planning & Design. We believe this combination of national pollce
~ design expertise combined with a local firm with a strong reputation for quality professional service is a
'wmmng team for the Mllford Police Department

T e We have the experience. We know the local construction market. We have been in business in
"Georgetown for 27 years, and have designed over $225 million worth of construction projects on the
Delmarva Peninsula. This experience includes the preparation of studies, building additions,
] renovatlons and new facilities for office works buildings, schools, colleges, and municipal bunldmgs

e - We have the expertise. We know the commercial construction processes and have completed
- numerous police stations and public works projects. Please refer to the example related projects

X mcluded in thls submlssmn

e We have the capacrty to meet project requirements. We have the staffing and expertise to fully
- manage this project. Our uniquely qualified team is ready to begin work on your project immediately.

e :We are familiar with the scope of work and geographic location. As a resident I know the Milford
-~ area. Our office is only 20 minutes from the project site providing prompt availability at all times
" . during planning, design and construction.

e We n'ill meet your schedule and budget. We pride ourselves on our ability to meet our client’s
schedule & budget requirements. Please refer to our section on deﬁned approach/schedule/fee.

S Servrce is what keeps our clients coming back, and we promise our personal commitment to the Mllford
- Po]rce Department s success on this project.

' ; Very truly yours,

AWF/blp

. Tel. 302-856-4113. - ’ 223 E. Market Street Tel. 302-678-0770
Fax 302-856-9273 Georgetown, DE 19947 Fax 302-678-3236




Statement of Qualifications for
Milford Police Department

FIRM PROFILE

French + Ryan, Imc. was founded in 1983 and is headquartered in
Georgetown. The firm maintains an expanding practice of architecture in the
State of Delaware and the surrounding Mid-Atlantic area.

Twenty-seven years of practice have been devoted to a wide variety of
projects. The specialized expertise of the firm includes planning and
feasibility studies, the design of education and health care facilities, office
buildings, institutional and civic projects, and interjor tenant fit-out projects.

French + Ryan, Inc. is committed to excellence in design while maintaining a
keen awareness of building efficiency and cost-effectiveness. Personal
attention of the principals, rapid response time, and attention to detail
complete the philosophy of our approach to project delivery.

Each project is managed by a principal of the firm who works with a highly
qualified technical staff who are assigned to the project. Staff do not move
from project to project, and the senior members of the team remain with the
project from inception through completion. Consulting engineers and other
team members as needed supplement and complete the design team.
Engineering discipline coordination and project management receive the
utmost attention.

A vigorous quality-control document checking program is in place, with
standards for construction documentation also closely monitored.
Construction Administration, including answering questions and service in
the field, receives serious attention. A strong relationship with major
contractors in our practice area, enhanced by many years of experience, is a
definite asset to our clients during construction.

French + Ryan, Inc. has significant experience in the design of public
safety/law enforcement/legal facilities. The Principals’ experience includes:
5 Police Stations
6 Fire Departments
3 Court Buildings
1 EMS Facility

French + Ryan, Inc. has the experience and the staff to bring these projects
from design through construction to a successful completion.

The enclosed information exemplifies our Design Team’s experience. It
includes feasibility studies, cost estimating, analysis, programming,
preliminary design, construction documents, bidding and construction
administration for a wide variety of public safety projects.

French + Ryan, Inc.

August 24, 2010




Firm Profile

&

Redstone Architects, Inc.
Law Enforcement — Justice — Public Safety

2709 S. Telegraph Road
Bloomfield Hills, MI 48302-1008
Telephone: (248) 418-0990
Facsimile: (248) 418-0999
Email: dredstone@redstonearchitects.com
Website: www.redstonearchitects.com

Corporate Officers
Daniel A. Redstone, FAIA, NCARB, LEED AP
President and CEO

Alfred J. Gittleman, RA
Senior Vice President

Overview

From our inception, the firm has understood the
importance of providing design solutions that
embrace functionality and client needs, as well
as pleasing and appropriates aesthetics. We are
committed to providing strong design leadership
and technical expertise in a world where change
is occurring at breakneck speed. We emphasize
the importance of satisfying all of our clients’
needs, including security, functionality &
workflow, quality, sustainability, aesthetics, and
budget.

The firm maintains open communications
throughout our engagement with our clients,
which helps to insure a successful Project. We
listen to our clients and to their users. After all,
our work becomes your buildings and facilities.

The firm was established in 1937, and incorpo-
rated in Michigan in 1960. Daniel Redstone,
FAIA, joined the firm in 1967, became President
in 1987, and has been Chairman and Chief Ex-
ecutive Officer since 1996.

We specialize in law enforcement, public safe-
ty, justice and municipal projects, and offer a
full range of architectural and professional ser-
vices (master planning, programming and sche-
matic design, space planning, contract docu-
ments, construction administration and project
management). Our efforts are always led with
the personal involvement of a Principal of the
firm.

The firm has become an expert in its field by
developing a thorough understanding of opera-
tional needs of its clients, as well as regularly
attending national conferences focusing on our
specialties. Redstone Architects works with
architects throughout the United States, allowing
those firms to augment their knowledge with our
specialized expertise.

For over 70 years, we have developed realistic
solutions for our clients, and have helped them
determine how to best maximize their space for
their budget. We are happy to work directly

with agencies or as consultants to local archi-
tects.

Police Department, Troy, MI

Redstone Architects, Inc.

@




Select Market Expertise

Redstone Architects provides specialized servic-
es to select markets, including:

< LAW ENFORCEMENT

% JUSTICE

% PUBLIC SAFETY

< MUNICIPAL

< CORPORATE/COMMERCIAL

At Redstone Architects, we work with our
clients throughout the design and space planning
processes, as well as through programming,
schematic design, contract administration and
program management, to achieve success.

We maintain a high level of expertise for new
construction, renovation, adaptive re-use, histor-
ic rehabilitation and building additions. We un-
derstand the unique nature of our municipal
clients’ various needs. This enables us to pro-
vide our municipal clients with timely responses
and solutions.

Police Department, Waterford, MI

S

Fire Station No. 2, Southfield, MI

Professional Services
We offer a full range of services, including:

/)
0.0

PROGRAM MANAGEMENT
STRATEGIC PLANNING

NEEDS ASSESSMENT
PROGRAMMING

SPACE PLANNING

SITE PLANNING

ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES
FACILITIES MANAGEMENT
PROJECT & COST ESTIMATING
DESIGN/BUILD PROJECT DELIVERY
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Our understanding of your operational,
procedural, and regulatory issues, com-
bined with our specialized experience,
creativity, imagination, and managerial
skills, is your assurance that you may rely
on Redstone Architects to make your
Project a success.

Professionals by Discipline

Redstone Architects maintains a professional
staff of between five and 10 employees. Our
firm is in full compliance with the architectural
registration statutes of the State of Michigan,
which requires that 2/3 of its principals, direc-
tors and officers be licensed as architects.

Current Staff Staff LEED-AP
Architects 2 1
Designer/Drafters 2
Administrative/Clerical 1

Firm Profile 2




Experience

We are known nationally for our knowledge
of law enforcement, public safety, and justice
facilities. We strive to help keep clients, users,
and visitors safe by designing buildings that rec-
ognize the need for logical work flows and ap-
propriate separations. The following is a partial
listing our firm’s past and current client-

agencies:

Justice Center, Kentwood, MI

Law Enforcement

Public Headquarters/Fire Adm.  Troy, MI

Police Headquarters Waterford, MI

Police Department Village of Franklin, MI
Justice Center Kentwood, MI

Public Safety Building Grosse Pointe Park, M1
Police Department Saline, MI

Police Headquarters Crestwood, MO
Police Needs Assessment Clayton, MO

Police Headquarters West Bloomfield, MI
Police Addition West Bloomfield, MI
“Shared” Local and State Police Richmond, MI

Police Department (D/B) Milford, MI

PD Strategic Plan Grand Blanc Twp, Ml
Police Department & City Hall ~ Lowell, MI

Police Needs Assessment Utica, MI

Police Department Chelsea, MI

Public Safety Addition (D/B) Springfield, MI

State Police Troop No.5 Bridgeville, DE
Sheriff’s Substation Delta Twp, MI
Ontario Police College Aylmer, Ontario
Police Headquarters/Court Meridian, MS

Police Headquarters Carbondale, IL
Public Safety Addition (D/B) Springfield, MI
Public Safety Substation Bridgeport, WV
Police Needs Analysis Grosse Pointe, MI
Police Department/Court Bridgeton, MO
Police Department Jacksonville, NC
Police Department/Court Lansing, MI

Police Department Detroit Metro Airport
Police Headquarters Oklahoma City, OK

Justice

63™ 1-2 District Court

23" District Court-Design-Build
62-B District Court

Fire Operations

Fire Station No. 2

Engine Company No. 5

Fire Headquarters (No. 3)
Midtown (Central) Fire Station
Central Fire Station Replacement
Needs Assessment

Design Consultant

Needs Assessment

Public Safety Addition (D/B)
Public Safety Substation

Fire Headquarters and Station

Kent County, MI
Taylor, MI
Kentwood, MI

Southfield, MI
Detroit, MI
Chesterfield Twp, M1
Taylor, MI
Monroe, MI
Utica, MI
Bergenfield, NJ
Putnam Twp., MI
Springfield, MI
Bridgeport, WV
Jacksonville, NC

Station No. 3, Chesterfield Township, MI

Municipal

Town Hall/Village Square
Dept. of Public Works
Civic Center Master Plan

Civic Center Master Plan Kentwood, MI

City Hall Renovation/Add’n Saline, MI

Utility Department Study Bay City, MI
Northwest Activities Center Detroit, MI

Belie Isle Casino Renovation Detroit, MI

Pontiac Housing CommissionPontiac, MI

City Hall & DPW Utica, ML

20-year Facilities Strategic Plan  Grand Blanc Twp, MI
DPW Needs Assessment

Kentwood, M1

Macomb Twp, MI
Waterford Twp, MI
Waterford Twp., MI

23" District Court, Taylor, MI

Firm Profile




Public Safety Consultant

Redstone Architects, Inc.
Bloomfield Hills, MI

City of Milford
Milford Police Department

French + Ryan, Inc.
Architecture/Project Management
Georgetown. DI

Cost Consultant

Alvin W. French, RA, NCARB
Principal in Charge Construction Cost Management

Media, Pennsylvania

Patrick W. Ryan, AIA
Principal
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PRINCIPAL IN CHARGE

EDUCATION:
Architecture & Engineering Coursework
University of Delaware

YEARS EXPERIENCE:
48

REGISTRATIONS:

Registered Architect: Delaware, Maryland, Virginia,
Certified by the National Council of Architectural
Registration Boards

PROFESSIONAL AFFILIATIONS/ACTIVITIES:
Former Member, Delaware Board of Architects
Member, A/E Advisory Committee

Delaware Tech, Owens Campus

PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE:

Mr. French has served as Project Manager and Design
Director for numerous diversified building projects over
his 48 year career. These projects include a wide range
of educational, residential, commercial, and
governmental facilities throughout the Delmarva area.
He is an experienced and creative designer who creates
cost effective solutions for each client.

Notable projects include: Delaware Electric
Cooperative Office Building, University of Delaware
Carvel Research and Education Center, Delaware
Technical and Community College Student Services
Center and the Sussex County Family Courthouse.

He is a former professional member of the Delaware
Board of Architects and serves on the Advisory Board
of Delaware Technical and Community College.

support spaces

FRENCH+ RYAN, INC.

FIRM EXPERIENCE

Delaware State Police, Troop 5

New 4,600 s.f. addition and conversion of
4,868 s.f. former State Chamber Building

into a new Headquarters Building for Troop 5.

South Bethany Police Department

Architect of Record for a new 4,500 s.f.

Town Hall and 1,760 s.f. Police Station.
Provided Master Planning, Preliminary

Design, Bidding & Construction Administration.

Fenwick Island Public Safety Building
Provided master planning &
preliminary design study

INDIVIDUAL EXPERIENCE

Seaford Police Department
12,000 s.f. Police Station and site improvements.
Communications Room, holding cells, locker,

workout, booking, interrogation, conference and




PRINCIPAL

EDUCATION:

Bachelor of Architecture, With Honors
University of Tennessee

Associate in Science, Business Administration,
University of Delaware

YEARS EXPERIENCE:
36

REGISTRATIONS/LICENSES:

Registered Architect: Delaware, Maryland, Virginia,
New Jersey, Pennsylvania

Licensed Professional Planner: New Jersey

Certified by the National Council of Architectural
Registration Boards

FCC-Licensed Amateur Radio Operator

PROFESSIONAL AF FILIATIONS/ACTIVITIES:
Member, American Institute of Architects &
AlA/Delaware
Recipient of NCARB President’s Medal for
Outstanding Service
Past President, Delaware Board of Architects
Past Director, National Council of Architectural
Registration Boards
Past Director & Chair of Legislative Affairs
AIA Delaware

PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE:

Mr. Ryan has an extensive background with the design,
planning, and construction follow-through of
institutional and commercial facilities. He is
experienced in the preparation of feasibility studies,
space utilization and analysis, building programming,
master planning, preparation of construction
documents, and the administration of construction
contracts.

His related experience includes four Police Stations,
three Fire Stations and numerous office buildings.

He has significant experience in roofing systems
evaluation and replacement projects. He is a graduate
of the Built-Up-Roofing Systems Institute, has been an

instructor at Delaware Technical & Community College

and provides services as an expert witness.

FRENCH+ RYAN, INC.

FIRM EXPERIENCE

Delaware State Police, Troop 5

New 4,600 s.f. addition and conversion of
4,868 s.f. former State Chamber Building
into a new Headquarters Building for
Troop 5.

South Bethany Police Department

Architect of Record for a new 4,500 s.f.

Town Hall and 1,760 s.f. Police Station.
Provided Master Planning, Preliminary

Design, Bidding & Construction Administration.

Harrington Police Department
Renovation of the existing 2 story police
department to meet current handicapped
accessibility and fire code requirements

INDIVIDUAL EXPERIENCE

‘ Seaford Pollce Department

12, 000 s. f Police Statlon and s1te iinprovements ‘
1ls, 19‘91{&,




Daniel A. Redstone, FAIA, NCARB, LEED AP

Public Safety Specialist

For the past 30 years Mr. Redstone has led the programming and design efforts for
aumerous law enforcement, justice and public safety agencies. As Principal-in-Charge, Dan works

directly with agencies and command staffs throughout the country. He has gained valuable insight
on the spectrum and variety of police setvices offered nationally, as well as having wotked with a

vatiety of otganizational structures.

Mz. Redstone acts as a catalyst in defining project issues, which permits the development of
quality space facility progratns that incorporate the long-term needs of the client agency, and which

form the basis for a successful project.

Mr. Redstone is a regular participant at the IACP Annual Conference, the annual AIA
Committee on Justice Conference, and state and local police and fire associations’ functions and

conferences.

Education

1967 MBA, University of Michigan
1965 B. Architecture, University of Michigan

License

State of Michigan, 1972
NCARB Cettificate Holder
Licensed in 12 other states

Professional Affiliations
MI Boatd of Professional Surveyors, 2003-2011
MI Board of Architects, 1992-2002, 2003-2011
International Association of Chiefs of Police
International Association of Fire Chiefs
Michigan Association of Chiefs of Police
Michigan Association of Fire Chiefs
SE Michigan Association of Chiefs of Police
SE Michigan Association of Fire Chiefs
American Arbitration Association, Panel Member
National Architectural Accrediting Board-
Accreditation Team Member (4); Chair-2010

Honors

2007 AIA Detroit, Gold Medal

2002 Fellow (FAIA), American Institute of
Architects

1995 AIA Michigan, Robert Hastings Award

1992 AIA Board Member of the Year

Conferences

ATA Academy of Architecture for Justice,
2006-2009; Law Enforcement Track Leader- 2006
IACP Annual Conference and Exposition,
1993-2009; Exhibitor, 2002-2009

Recent Public Safety Projects

Fire Headquatters, Chesterfield Township, MI

Grosse Pointe Park Public Safety Building (Police

& Fire), Grosse Pointe Park, MI

Public Safety Facility, Bridgeport, WV

*Public Safety Complex, Jacksonville, NC

Public Safety Building, Springfield, MI

Central Fire Station, Taylor, MI (Design-Build)

Fire Headquarters, Waterford Township, MI

Fire Station #2, Southfield, MI

*Police Headquarters, Meridian, MS

Police Headquarters, Carbondale, IL

*Michigan State Police Post, Bay City, Ml

*Police and Court Study, Lansing MI

Police Department Headquarters, Clayton, MO

Shetiffs Substation, Delta Township, MI

Security Assessment, Ontatio Police College,

Aylmer, Ontario

City Hall & Police Headquarters, City of Utica, MI

Police Department and City Hall, Saline, MI

Police/Fire Administration Building, Troy, MI

Police Headquarters, Milford, MI (Design-Build)

63 District Court, Kent County, ML

23w District Coutt, Taylor, MI (Design-Build)

Police Headquatters: Watetford Township, MI

Police Administration Building, Crestwood MO

Justice Facility (Police and 62-B District Court),

Kentwood, M1

Police Headquarters, West Bloomfield, MI

Long-Range Strategic Plan (Police, Fire, Town

Hall & Public Works), Grand Blanc Township, MI

Police Department, Mason, Ml

Firearms Training Center, City of Novi, MI
*(Current Project -2010)




(CITY OF]

CITY COUNCIL

Mayor
David 8. Landry

Mayor Pro Tem
Bob Gatt

Terry K. Margolis
Andrew Mutch
Kathy Crawford
Dave Staudt
Brian Burke

City Manager
Clay J. Pearson

Chief of Police
David E. Molloy

Deputy Chief of Police
Thomas C. Lindberg

July 11, 2009

To Whom It May Concern:

| have had the privilege and honor of knowing Mr. Dan Redstone for
more than five years and can easily say he is one of the most
competent and professional individuals | have conducted business
with. In early 2007, my organization was fortunate enough to secure
Dan’s expertise and the services of his team at Redstone Architect’s
to perform the Architectural Design and Engineering Services fora
new Firearms Training Center. In the fall of that year construction
began and in January 2008 a new, state-of-the-art Firearms Training
Center was opened and dedicated.

Throughout the entire bid, award, and construction process, Dan and
his team of professionals provided competent, honest and open
counsel to our Project Manager to make this initiative a success. In
fact, the entire $1.75 million dollar project was only $700 over budget
and that was due to additional add-on items and change orders
requested by MY organization.

In my capacity as Chief Executive, | have the opportunity to work with
hundreds of vendors and service oriented businesses. The
professional services of Dan Redstone and his team are the finest
you will find and are truly second to none! | will continue to
recommend Dan and his firm to potential clients and can objectively
provide offer him the highest of praises for his efforts.

If you have any questions in this regard please don't hesitate to
contact me.

Very truly yours,

Ty /—

David E. Molloy
Chief of Police

Novl Police Department
45125 W. Ten Mile Road
Novi, Michigan 48375
248.348.7100
248.347.0590 fax

cityofnovi.org




The CITY of SALINE

POLICE DEPARTMENT
100 N. HARRIS SALINE, MICHIGAN 48176-0040
PHONE: (734) 429-7911  FAX: (734) 429-8307

Paul L. Bunten
Chief of Police

September 30, 2009

Mr. Daniel Redstone

Redstone Architects, Inc.

2709 S. Telegraph Road
Bloomfield Hills, MI 48302-1008

Dear Dan,

It has been seven years since our combination City Hall/Police Department building has been completed.
During the planning and design of a new building, it can be difficult to determine how those plans and
designs will translate to real life, and how they will actually serve the purpose for which they were
intended. Even after the initial elation over having a new building has faded, I am still happy to report
that the design you conceived has been very functional for the Police Department, and has successfully

stood the test of time.

Your team of architects made the process very efficient. When questions were asked, or potential issues
arose, they were addressed with imagination and creativity that not only gave us a pleasing design, but a
very usable space, too. Inmy 40 years of government service, this is the first new building 1 have worked
in. Your firm created for us a design that was within our budget, yet provides space for future growth and
expansion.

I compliment you and your staff on the competencies you brought to bear on designing a new police
department for us. The design process was a pleasant, exciting experience. In hindsight, I am also happy
to say it brought us a very efficient and usable workspace. I would be happy to highly recommend your

firm to any police department seeking a competent architectural firm to design a building for their future

use.

Deputy Chief of Police




DEFINED APROACH
MILFORD, POLICE DEPARTMENT INITIAL PLANNING PROCESS

Kick-off Meeting. French + Ryan meets with Members of the City and Police Administration
to explain the process and pass out Questionnaire form, which is to be filled out by Command
Staff. The purpose of the questionnaire is to allow for direct input by staff and administration
to give the architects a feel for the needs of the Milford Police Department. The City and
Police Department will also assemble and provide the design team with statistical data and
growth projections that may assist the team in the programming and planning process.
Redstone Architects will participate via teleconference.

Step 1. Users-Stakeholders fill out Questionnaires.

The users and appropriate stakeholders will fill out the questionnaires and return them to our
office prior to the interviews. The questionnaire form is a useful tool that allows the staff filling
them out to focus on the issues before meeting with our design professionals.

Step 2. Redstone Architects develops it initial compilation of required spaces and
functions. ‘

From the completed questionnaires, Redstone will develop an initial compilation of required
spaces and functions, which will be used during the interview process to solidify our
understanding of your current and future needs.

Step 3. Interviews and Site Visits

Interviews are held by French + Ryan/Redstone to meet the users and appropriate stake holders
to discuss the higher level issues to be explored in the interview process. During the
interviews, our goals are to bring out all the stakeholder’s goals, objectives, dreams, and fears
regarding this project. Topics specific to the Milford Police Department may include:

Present and future staffing requirements

Security

Site requirements — Security; Separation of public and staff; Ingress and Egress

Site Location — what are the attributes the city may be looking for?

Space requirements and standards and building expandability

Working Environment

Budget

Timetable

The purpose of the discussions that occur during this set of interviews is to make the design
team aware of operational issues and objectives that need to be addressed, and gain an
understanding of the needs identified. In parallel with the completed questionnaires and our
initial compilation, we will also discuss data supplied by the departments that might affect
facility staffing. Examples of such data are population growth, calls for service, etc. From
these discussions we will confirm the Police Department’s best projections of future growth,
including the need for flexible spaces.




Step 4. Space Needs Analysis

Based on the interviews, we will develop a Space Needs Analysis, which lists by space or
activity all of the areas needed to accommodate projected operational needs. The individual
square footages are summarized. Departmental square footages are multiplied by an internal
“gross up factor” to account for circulation within individual departments or specialty areas.
The departmental requirements are then totaled, and a second gross up factor is applied to
account for building structure, external and internal - walls, circulation spaces between
departments and mechanical and electrical spaces. The total of this process provides the
Projected Gross Square Footage for the identified Needs. Vehicular and other special needs are
also identified, in order to size special parking and operational needs to be located at the
proposed facility (e.g., Mobil Command Vehicle and undercover cars).

Step 5. . Space Needs Analysis- Review by City and Police Department

We then ask department heads and command staff, as well as the City Administration, to
review the initial space needs document to confirm that all known needs have been covered,
and to make adjustments for items that may have been omitted or misunderstood.

Step 6. Final Review and Acceptance by City.

Adjustments are made, and we then ask for a 2™ review in order to finalize the analysis. Once
accepted by the City, the Space Needs Analysis becomes the basis for the analysis of various
sites being considered, and eventually the conceptual design of a new Police Facility.

Step 7. Selection of up to three (3) Potential Sites.

During Step 3, French + Ryan/Redstone will have toured Milford to identify potential sites for a
future police building. With the acceptance of the Space Needs Analysis, the design team will
select up to three sites that appear to accommodate the analysis and the criteria established by
the city and the design team.

Step 8. Analysis of up to three (3) Potential Sites.
Using the Space Needs Analysis and the established criteriAa, the design team will analyze the

sites that appear to accommodate the analysis and the criteria established by the city and the
design team, including meeting required security thresholds.

Step 9. Present Evaluations to City. Recommend a Preferred Site.
Step 10. City Selects site for French + Ryan/Redstone to develop a Conceptual
Design. :

Steps 11 through 16. Develop Conceptual Floor Plans and .Elevations;

Using an iterative process, we will develop a conceptual floor plan reflecting the requirements
of the Space Needs Analysis and the unique characteristics of the preferred site. The
conceptual design will be developed to create an efficient work flow and provide a good
working environment for the police department. Of paramount importance will be the security
issues, taking into consideration the site, the public spaces, staff egress, staff parking, prisoner
security and safety, etc.




We will meet periodically with the department and the city to review the layouts and obtain
feedback, so that the users become a real part of the design process.

Step 17. Develop initial Cost Projections.

Applying unit square footage costs to the conceptual building and site design, we will develop
an initial budget for the Project, including allowances for soft costs. Soft costs include such
items as Furniture, Fixtures & Equipment (FF & E), Owner costs, professional fees, security
equipment, IT requirements, and other specialized items that may be identified during this

process.
Step 18. Final Review by Client.
Step 19. Assemble Final Study and Executive Summary; submit to City

We will prepare a “final draft” of the Study, including an Executive Summary, which provides
a broad view of the report and its conclusions. The final draft would be discussed with the
building committee prior to its issuance. After comments from the City Administration and
Police Department are received and incorporated, the Final Study, including conceptual
building and site plans and a Project budget projection, will presented to the City of Milford for
use in approving the Study and the Budget. :

Step 20. Presentation to the City of Milford.

The final step in our process is to present our findings and design concepts to the City at a
public meeting. Our presentation will be a document that has been developed as a Team,
reflects a unified consensus, and meets the requirements of your community. Upon approval,
our recommendation, based on thorough discussion, interaction, and agreement of both the
users and the representatives of the City, will become the foundation for a successful Project.

Presentation will be made by French + Ryan, Inc. Redstone Architects participation is optional.




Preliminary Schedule
Milford Police Department

August 23, 2010
ID | Task Name Duration Start Finish 2011
August_| eptembe] October | ovembe [December| January |Februa

1 |Programming 33days Wed 9/1110 Fri 10/15/10 : '
2 Kick Off Meeting 1day Wed9/1/10 Wed 9/1/10 3
3 Prepare initial compilation 10days Thu9/2/10  Wed 9/15/10 :
4 Interviews with Departments 11days Thu9/16/10  Thu 9/30/10
5 Develop Space Needs Analysis 10days  Fri10/110 ~ Thu 10/14/10
6 Review with Milford Police Dept. 1day Fri10/15/10  Fri10/15/10 ¢ ;
7 5
8 | Site Analysis & Design " 32days  Mon 10/1810 = Tue 11/30/10 Pu—— i
9 Based on program, select 3 building sites {0 days Mon 10/18/10  Fri 10/29/10 :
10 Analyze selected sites, develop select criteria 20 days' Mon 11/1/10 Fri 11/26/10 -i
11 Present Site Evaluations to Milford Police Dept. = 2days Mon 11/29/10 ~ Tue 11/30/10 ¢ :
12 E
13| Conceptual Building & Site Plans 39days Wed 12/1/10  Mon 1/24/11 ﬂ
14 Prepare initial site & floor plans " 5days Wed12/1/10  Tue 12/7/10 .;
15 Present initial plans to Users & PD 2days Wed 12/8/10 Thu 12/9/10
16 Continue development of conceptual plans 5days Fri12/10/10  Thu 12/16/10
17 Begin massing studies : “5days Fri12/17110  Thu 12/23/10
18 Internal team meeting 1day. Fri12/24/10 Fri 12/24/10
19 Progress meeting with Owner 1day’ Mon 12/27/10 ~ Mon 12/27/10
20 Develop initial Schematic Elevations 5days Tue 12/28/10  Mon 1/3/11
21 Complete Conceptual Plans & Elevations 5days  Tue 1/4/11 Mon 1/10/11
22 Develop Cost Projections 5days Tue 1/11/11 Mon 1/17/11
23 Final Review by Milford Police Department - 1day Tue1/18/11  Tue 1/18/11
24 Assemble Final Study & Executive Summary 3days Wed 1/19/11 Fri 1/21/11
25 ‘Presentation to Milford City Council "1day Mon1/24/11  Mon 1/24111

Task Rolled Up Task Project Summary ~

Project No. M27040 Split Cviiiiiioo, Rolled Up Split o External Milestone 0
French + Ryan, Inc. Progress I Rolled Up Milestone <> Deadline @
Milestone ¢ Rolled Up Progress SN
Summary ~ External Tasks

Page 1




REDSTONE ARCHITECTS, INC.
BLOOMFIELD HILLS, MI

MILFORD, DELAWARE POLICE DEPARTMENT

FRENCH + RYAN, INC.
ARCHITECTS

LAW ENFORCEMENT CONSULTING ARCHITECTS 8/2311010 ARCHITECT OF RECORD
REDSTONE ARCHITECTS, INC. FRENCH + RYAN, INC. PHASE | WORK PLAN REDST%’::J:‘PS TO
Principal Designer Principal Staff
D. Redstone. FAIA {Support) A. French, AIA (support)
Programming
Kick-off Meeting (FRENCH + RYAN). Hand out Questionnaires to appropriate City . |
3 and Police Department staff. Redstone to participate via tele-conference. video/teleconference
Step 1. Users-Stakeholders fill out Questionnaires.
2 8 Step 2. Redstone prepares "initial compilation" using information from guestionnaires
Step 3. Interviews with Department. Vllsii possible sites. (2 days); Identify special Tri
20 8 needs of the Milford Police Department; Observe Milford PD Operations. P
28 2 Stop 4. Develop Space Needs Analysis, based on interviews,
ep 5. Review with Mifford PD & Cl{y fepresentatives vial tele-conterence. AGUST [
2 8 2 program as necessary. video/teleconference
2 2 3 video/teleconference
Site Analysis & Selection
Step 7. Using criteria from approved program, identify up to three (3) potential sites
2 9 12 nne itahle for W ice facility
ep 8. Analyze selected sites and develop comparison based Space Needs
2 12 8 36 Assessment and various site criterion.
2 2 3 3 Step 9. Present Site Evaluations to City of Milford. Recommend a Preferred Site. video/teleconference
Conceptual Building and Site Plans
4 36 Step 11. prepare initial floor and site plan concepts
10 4 4 Step 12. Present initial plans and concepts to Users and City. Trip
2 24 4 Step 13. Continue to develop Conceptual Plans; begin initial massing studies; interr]
2 2 4 Step 14. Progress Meeting with Client. video/teleconference
24 2 Step 15. Develop Initial Schematic Eievations, internal team teleconferences
24 2 Step 16. Complete Conceptual Plans_& Elevations; internal team teleconferences
12 Step 17. Develop Cost projections.
2 2 3 3 Step 18. Final Review by Client video/teleconference
2 8 4 2 Step 19. Assemble Final Study and Executive Summa
0 4 : TR e
54 189 80 48 HOURS- SUBTOTAL
Standard Hourly Rates
Redstone $ 26,055.00 F+R $ 18,880.00 SUBTOTAL, PROFESSIONAL FEE: $ 44,935.00
Reimbursable Expenses (estimated):
TRIPS: Airfare {2), lodging (4) nights and expenses | § 2,000.00
Printing| § 300.00
Mileage | $ 150.00
Subtotal- Reimbursable Expenses | § 2,450.00
TOTAL PROPOSED FEE & EXPENSES | $ 47,385.00

8/24/2010




Statement of Qualifications for
Milford Police Department

French + Ryan, Inc.

Familiarity with Public Works

French + Ryan, Inc., has completed numerous Public Works
Projects. Our State, Municipal and University clients include:

A. Municipal Government

City of Harrington

City of Milford

Town of Georgetown
Town of South Bethany
Town of Fenwick Island

B. State Agencies

Department of Administrative Services

Department of Agriculture

Department of Health and Social Services
Department of Natural Resources and Environmental
Control

Department of Public Safety

C. College/University

Delaware Technical & Community College (Owens
Campus, Terry Campus, and the Office of the President)

University of Delaware (Georgetown Substation and
College of Marine studies)

Delaware State University

D. School Districts

Caesar Rodney

Cape Henlopen

Capitol

Delmar

Indian River

Laurel

Milford

Seaford

Sussex Technical High School
Woodbridge

August 24, 2010




OWNER
THE STATE OF DELAWARE
DELAWARE STATE POLICE

CONSTRUCTION COST
$2.8 MILLION

SIZE
9,550 S.F.

COMPLETION DATE
OCTOBER 2005

CONTACT
MAJOR RANDALL HUGHES
302-739-5911

Project consists of renovations and a 4,600 square foot addition for the conversion of the Existing Visitor Center
to New Headquarters for the Delaware State Police Troop 5 located on Route 13, Bridgeville, Delaware.

The project also consists of a new 3,600 square foot Emergency Medical Services Building for Sussex County
EMS. This building also includes auto maintenance bays for the State Police. Site work provides additional
parking and a Helipad for use by the State Police Aviation Section.




[Soum Bemany Tow HAL & POLICE STATON
" BETHANY BEACH, DE

OWNER
THE TOWN OF SOUTH BETHANY

SouTH BETHANY, DE 19930

CONSTRUCTION COST
$1.0 MILLION

SIZE
4,530 SF.

COMPLETION DATE
FEBRUARY 2008

CONTACT
MELVIN CUSICK, TOWN MANAGER
302-539-3653 , x213

F+R was engaged to prepare the Master Plan, Schematic Design, Bidding & Construction Administration fora
new 4,530 s.f. Town Hall and Police Station facility for the Town of South Bethany.

The new facility replaced the existing Town Hall & Police Station. Project was designed and constructed to
provide uninterrupted services to the public during the construction of the facility.

The Town Hall includes Administrative Offices, Staff Lounge and Council Chambers.
The Police Department includes Dispatch, General Office, Evidence, Conference & Interview Facilities.

SRl R




" GEORGETOWN, DE

OWNER
STATE OF DELAWARE
DOVER, DE 19901

CONSTRUCTION COST
$3.1M

SIZE
31,000 S.F.

COMPLETION DATE
1988

French + Ryan, Inc. designed this new 31,000 square foot, 3-story courthouse on The Circle in
Georgetown, Delaware. The building reflects Georgian architecture, typical to buildings in Colonial
Williamsburg, and complements other buildings on the Circle. The firm was responsible for a full
range of architectural and engineering services, from design through construction. The project was
finished on time and within budget.




~ GREENWOOY, VE

OWNER

DELAWARE ELECTRIC COOP, INC.
ROUTE 13

P.O. Box 600

GREENWOOD, DE 19950

CONSTRUCTION COST
$3.8 MILLION

SIZE
26,000 S.F.

COMPLETION DATE
1998

The new, 26,000 square foot office building blends the old structure with the new by incorporating an
atrium featuring large ceiling fans and plants as well as an employee dinning area. This building also
utilizes clean, sustainable and renewable geothermal heat pumps and energy recovery units for heating
and cooling. Geo-exchange is recognized by the EPA and US Department of Energy as the most
efficient and environmentally friendly heating and cooling system available.

The new building consists of Offices, closed circuit television surveillance, Conference and Training §
Rooms, and new Kitchen and Lounge areas to serve Delaware Electric employees.

New features which benefit the customers of Delaware Electric Coop., Inc. are additional parking, | 3
better traffic flow both inside and outside the facility, and a drive-through payment window. '




UNVERsiTY OF D AR CARVEL EDUCATION CENTER

" GEORGETOWN, VE

OWNER

UNIVERSITY OF DELAWARE
222 SOUTH CHAPEL STREET
NEWARK, DE 19716

CONSTRUCTION COST
$7.6 MILLION

SIZE
28,000 S.F.

COMPLETION DATE
DECEMBER 2005

CONTACT
DR. MARK ISAACS
302- 856-1997 X-200

The Elbert N. & Ann V. Carvel Research & Education Center is one of the most important projects in
the history of the University of Delaware College of Agriculture and Natural Resources. The new

28,000 square foot state-of-the-art facility, located at the Georgetown Campus, consists of offices and
meeting rooms to provide the quality, comprehensive outreach, teaching and research programs to the
many communities it serves.




[ononteRomae ]
MILTON, VE

OWNER

THE TOWN OF MILTON
MILTON, DE
CONSTRUCTION COST
$260,000 (All 3 Phases)
SIZE

3,700 s F.
COMPLETION DATE
NOVEMBER 2008
CONTACT

GEORGE DICKERSON
302-684-4110

First Floor

The Town of Milton directed that their newly — acquired Town Hall be upgraded to meet current Fire,
Building, and ADA Codes. F+R conducted a thorough assessment of the building to investigate Fire
Protection, Exiting, Emergency Lighting and ADA Conditions.

Subsequent to the preparation of the Building Assessment, we prepared Drawings and Specifications
and provided Construction Administration Services.




Redstone Architects, Inc.

Firm Portfolio of Public Safety, Law Enforcement and Justice Projects

Clayton, MO Police Headquarters — Existing Building Conversion Study (2009)

Size: 42,000 sf (Renovation)

Scope: Programming & Conceptual Design
Services

Construction Budget: $ 7,000,000

Final Construction Cost: N/A

Location: Clayton, MO

Est. Completion Date: N/A

Final Completion Date: N/A

Owner Contact Information: Tom Byrne, Chief of Police

(314) 290-8401
Redstone Architects and ARCTURIS were engaged by the City of Clayton, Missouri to
develop a program for a new facility for its police department. The City subsequently
engaged our team to perform a due diligence an existing building in Clayton to determine
the feasibility of its use. The city has purchased the building, and will implement our
recommendations.

Jacksonville, NC Public Safety Building (201 0-Current)

Size: 93,000 sf
Scope: Programming & Design Services
Construction Budget: $20,000,000
Final Construction Cost: N/A
Location: Jacksonville, NC
Est. Completion Date: 2011- 2012
Final Completion Date: N/A
= Time Adherence: N/A
el Owner Contact Information: Mike Yaniero, Chief of Police
(910) 938-6403

ik £ = e Redstone Architects, law enforcement consultant, and Gantt Huberman Architects of
Charlotte, NC, were selected to design the city's new Public Safety Building. The facility
will house the Police Department, Fire Department Headquarters, and the main fire station.

Bridgeton, MO City Hall and Police Department (2009-2010)

Size: 42,000 sf
Scope: Programming & Design Services
Construction Budget: $10,000,000

e . Final Construction Cost: N/A

B — Location: Bridgeton, MO

L ke Est. Completion Date: 2011
QN T ) pd S Final Completion Date: N/A

Time Adherence: N/A
Owner Contact Information: Tom Haun, City Administrator

(314) 739-7500

Redstone Architects, law enforcement consultant to Chiodini Associates of St. Louis, MO,
programmed and provided design services for the police portion of the city’s new
Governmental Complex. The police department will occupy approximately 25,000 sf of the
facility. The sloping site provided challenges and opportunities for the team to create an
excitina and efficient solution.

Public Safety, Law Enforcement and Justice Architects
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Meridian, MS Police Department (2008-2010)

Saline, MI Police Department

Size: 53,000 sf

Scope: Programming & Design Services
Construction Budget: $12,500,000

Final Construction Cost: N/A

Location: Meridian, MS

Est. Completion Date: N/A

Final Completion Date: N/A

Time Adherence: N/A

Benny DuBose, Chief of Police
(601) 485 -1893

Owner Contact Information:

Redstone Architects, law enforcement consultant, and LPK Architects of Meridian, MS
programmed and designed a new facility for the Meridian MS Police Department.
Schematic Design has been completed.

and City Hall (1998-2003)

Size: 36,000 sf

Scope: Full A/E Services & Programming
Construction Budget: $5,228,000

Final Construction Cost: $5,188,000

Location: Saline, Mi

Est. Completion Date: Mid 2002

Final Completion Date: Mid 2002

Time Adherence: On Schedule

Paul L. Bunten, Chief of Police
(734) 429-7911

Owner Contact Information:

The growing community of Saline was in need of a larger facility to accommaodate for
current and future needs. The building addition and renovation project combined the City
Hall offices with a new Police Headquarters, which includes a common public entrance.
The Police Headquarters includes administrative offices, dispatch rooms, meeting rooms,
squad rooms, lockers, security garage, prisoner processing area, two single cells, and an
armory, and an area for evidence processing and storage.

Crestwood, MO Police Headquarters (2003-2004)

Size: 31,500 sf

Scope: Programming & Design Services
Construction Budget: $6,500,000

Final Construction Cost: N/A

Location: Crestwood, MO

Est. Completion Date: N/A

Final Completion Date: N/A

Time Adherence:
Owner Contact Information:

New project cancelled to favor remodel
Frank Arnoldy, Captain
(314) 729-4810

Redstone Architects partnered with local architects Horner & Shifrin to provide the
space needs evaluation for a new building to be located on the existing civic center
site. After receiving a thorough analysis, the City of Crestwood then commissioned
our team to provide the full design package for their new facility (not built.)

Public Safety, Law Enforcement and Justice Architects
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Troy, Ml Police Headquarters (2001-2004)

g Size: 74,000 sf (49,750 new +24,250 renovation)
' Scope: Full A/E Services; Programming
Construction Budget: $10,710,500
Final Construction Cost: $10,500,000
Location: Troy, Ml
Est. Completion Date: August 2004
Final Completion Date: April 2004
Time Adherence: On Schedule
Owner Contact Information: Gary Mayer, Chief of Police

(248) 524-3454

Redstone Architects participated in the 1999-2000 Needs Assessment for the City of Troy.
Redstone was then hired for the AE services for a 49,500 square foot addition combined
with a 24,000 square foot renovation, which houses the Troy Police Department and
Administrative Offices for the Fire Department.

Kentwood, Mi Police and Justice Center (2001-2003)

Size: 60,415 sf

Scope: Programming & Design Services
Construction Budget: $7,500,000

Final Construction Cost: $7,654,259

Location: Kentwood, Mi

Est. Completion Date: Spring 2002

Final Completion Date: July 2002

Time Adherence: On Schedule

Owner Contact Information: Richard Mattice, Chief of Police

(616) 698-6580

The City of Kentwood engaged Redstone Architects, Inc. and Post Associates to
provide a Needs Assessment and subsequent Design Services for its police
department and 62B District Court. The police department is just over 40,000 sq. ft
and the court facility is 19,000 sq.ft.

West Bloomfield, Ml Police Headquarters (1 990) / Addition (2005)

Size: 27,500 sf (New) / 6,500 sf (addition)
Scope: Full A/E Services & Programming
Construction Budget: N/A $1,227,312 (addition)
Final Construction Cost: $3,025,947 $1,069,954 (addition)
Location: West Bloomfield, Ml

Final Completion Date: 02/1990 10/2004 (addition)
Time Adherence: On Schedule

Owner Contact Information: Ron Cronin, Chief of Police

(248) 682-9200

Redstone Architects, Inc. combined aesthetics with efficiency when designing this award-
winning police facility in West Bloomfield's civic center. The two-level, 27,500 square foot
complex is friendly and open, featuring large skylights over the front and rear lobbies. The
main level includes administration, investigations, communications, record-day room,
computer room, prisoner holding cells with connecting sally port, interrogation rooms,
witness interview rooms, maintenance garage, training rooms and cafeteria.

Public Safety, Law Enforcement and Justice Architects
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Waterford Township, Ml Police Headquarters (1999-2003)

Y Size: 57,612 sf
o Scope: Full A/E Services & Programming
Construction Budget: $8,267,000
Final Construction Cost: $8,387,000
Location: Charter Township of Waterford, Ml
Final Completion Date: 11/2001
Time Adherence: On Schedule

Dan McCaw, Chief of Police
(248) 674-0351

Owner Contact Information:

As part of a master plan to redevelop its Civic Center, Waterford Township engaged
Redstone Architects, Inc. to perform a Needs Assessment Study for a new police
headquarters. Redstone determined the department's needs and designed a new facility.
The new 56,000 square foot building includes a large multipurpose training room; a
dispatch room with direct monitoring of the cell area through one-way glass and closed
circuit television; an exercise room; and a forensic garage.

Milford, Ml Police Department (1 999-2004)
ik Size: 14,200 sf

Scope: Design-Build
Construction Budget: $1,305,000
Final Construction Cost: $1,250,000
Location: Milford, MI
Est. Completion Date: Fall 2003
Final Completion Date: Fall 2003
Time Adherence: On Schedule

Wayne Walli, Chief of Police
(248) 684-1815

Owner Contact Information:

Controlling costs was a major concern of Milford Township in building a new Police
Department addition on its Civic Center campus. The Village of Milford and Milford
Township share a single Police Department, with the Township responsible for the actual
construction of a new building. Redstone Architects provided the Township a Design-Build
approach to the project that allowed for unparalleled project management and cost control.

Lowell, MI Police Department and City Hall (2002-2003)

Size: 27,000 sf

Scope: Programming & Design Services
Construction Budget: $3,900,000

Final Construction Cost: $3,700,000

Location: Lowell, MI

Est. Completion Date: Mid 2003

Final Completion Date: June 2003

Time Adherence: On Schedule

James Valentine, lonia County 991
Director, 616-522-0911

Owner Contact Information:

The City of Lowell selected Redstone Architects and FTCH to provide a Needs
Assessment and Schematic Design Study for a municipal office, police station, and related
facilities. Redstone Architects provided a Police Department Study that carefully analyzed
the long-range space needs, evaluated the possibilities of adapting the existing facility to
meet the department's needs while preserving its historic presence, and then designed the
Department's space that took care of current and anticipated, future needs.

Public Safety, Law Enforcement and Justice Architects
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State of Delaware State Police Troop 5 (2004)

Utica, MI Police and City Hall

Size: 8,500 s.f.

Scope: Design Consultant

Location: Bridgeville, DE

Final Completion Date: 2005

Owner Contact Information. Patrick Ryan, AlA
(304) 856-4113

in the Fall of 2003, French + Ryan Architects of Georgetown, DE was commissioned by the
Delaware State Police to renovate an existing visitor center located at the junction of the
Sussex and Seashore Highways in Bridgeville, DE to house Delaware State Police Troop
5. The project includes 4,600 SF of renovation of the existing building and a 3,900 SF
addition. French + Ryan Architects utilized the police design consultation services of
Redstone Architects in formulating the layout of the new facility.

(2005-2006)

Size: 19,000 sf

Scope: Needs Assessment
Construction Budget: $2,400,000
Location: Utica, Ml

Mike Reaves, Chief of Police
(586) 731-2345

Owner Contact Information:

The City of Utica, Ml engaged Hubbell, Roth and Clark, Inc. and Redstone Architects, Inc.
to complete a Needs Analysis for the City of Utica in early 2006 for their Police, Fire, City
Hall, Library and DPW Departments. Based on the results of the Needs Assessment two
sites were analyzed. Due to limited funding, only the police department will be newly
constructed on the site, while the city hall receives minor renovations.

Plymouth, MI City Hall and Police Department Renovation Study (2004)

Scope: Needs Assessment
Construction Budget: $3,700,000 to $4,500,000
Location: Plymouth, Mi

Paul Sincock, City Manager
(734) 453-1234

Owner Contact Information:

In 2004, the City of Plymouth, Ml commissioned Wade-Trim and Redstone
Architects, Inc. to prepare a master plan of their City Hall and Police Department
facility. A needs analysis proved that the existing building was no longer suitable
for the technological needs and flexibility of space required now and in the future.
Redstone Architects, inc. and Wade-Trim renovated the existing facility and
relocated the City Hall and Police Department providing a more efficient and
effective use of space. A newly constructed entryway on the southern end of the
facility opens to a large public lobby. This entryway is similar to a nearby public
library lobby, creating a sense of a civic campus in downtown Plymouth.

Public Safety, Law Enforcement and Justice Architects
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ranklin, Ml Village Police D
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epartment (1997-2002)

Size:

Scope:

Construction Budget:

Final Construction Cost:
Location:

Est. Completion Date:

Final Completion Date:
Time Adherence:

Owner Contact Information:

4,650 sf

Full A/E Services & Programming
$850,000

$830,904

Franklin, Ml

Early 2001

Jan 2001

On Schedule

Pat Browne, Chief of Police

0= (248) 626-9672

i - Redstone Architects was engaged to develop a Needs Analysis for the Village of Franklin
Police, then engaged to do the Schematic Design Phase in preparation for a bond issue,
which was passed by voters in March 1999. The Village Council then authorized Redstone
to proceed with construction documents.

Grosse Pointe Park, Ml Public Safety Building (1993)

Size: 21,510 sf

Scope: Full A/E Services & Programming

Construction Budget: $2,346,334

Final Construction Cost: $2,233,338

Location: City of Grosse Pointe Park, Mi

Est. Completion Date: Fall 1993

Final Completion Date: August 1993

Time Adherence: On Schedule

Owner Contact Information: Dale M. Krajniak, City Manager
(313) 822-6200

The renovation and reorganization of the Grosse Pointe Park Municipal Complex solved
several key operational problems facing the city. The Public Safety building, originally a fire
hall built in 1928, was renovated to accommodate all fire and police functions. The building
has a modern dispatch center, detective bureau, prisoner cells, locker rooms and offices.
Its 6,200 square foot addition houses four parking bays for city fire trucks and emergency
apparatus, evidence storage, sally port and firing range.

Richmond, Ml Combined Local Police and State Police Post (1995)

3 Size: 20,000 sf
J Scope: Full A/E Services & Programming
Final Construction Cost: $2,103,948
Location: Richmond, Ml
Est. Completion Date: 02/1995
Final Completion Date: 04/1995
Time Adherence: On Schedule

Lt. Rob York, Michigan State Police
(586) 727-0203

User Contact Information:

Redstone Architects, Inc. designed this 20,000 square foot facility to jointly house the city's
police department and Michigan's largest full-service State Police Post. It is the state's first
and only joint facility of its kind. The building was designed to solve several operational and
organizational problems within the two agencies.

Public Safety, Law Enforcement and Justice Architects
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23" District Court, Taylor, Ml (2005)

Size: 33,407 sf

Scope: Full Architectural Services &
Programming

Final Construction Cost: $5,500,000

Location: Taylor, Ml

Est. Completion Date: Fall 2005

Final Completion Date: October 2005

Time Adherence: On Schedule

Owner Contact Information: Vicky Bowman, Court Administrator

(734) 374-1334

Redstone Architects, Inc. was hired to lead the Design-Build Team for the Taylor Municipal
Complex Improvements. The project consists of four projects designed and buiit fast-track.
The projects were completed in the fall of 2005. The improvements included a new two-
story Courthouse Building with three courtrooms and a jury assembly / training room.
Redstone Architects worked closely with the City to coordinate the design efforts with its
“New Urbanism” development strategies along Goddard Road. Redstone Architects
developed 3-D computer aided design renderings of the existing municipal campus and
new buildings in the design process to help the Client visualize the new look of the campus
and make important decisions.

63" District Court, Kent County, MI (2007-2009)

Size: 40,000 sf

Scope: Architectural Design & Programming

Final Construction Cost: $6,000,000

Location: Grand Rapids, Ml

Est. Completion Date: 2010

Final Completion Date: November, 2009

Client Contact: Dona Gillson, Court Administrator
(616) 336-4274

Kent County retained the team of Post Associates as Architect of Record and
Redstone Architects as Court Design Consultant to provide a Needs Assessment
and Design Services for its new Consolidated 63rd District Court. The goal was
to consolidate its current two locations to realize increased efficiencies, and
security of a single modern courthouse facility.

The approved design, developed by Redstone Architects, meets the needs of the
public as well as the judicial and administrative staff. The building includes three
Judge's Courtrooms and a Magistrate's Courtroom. It provides the appropriate
levels of security, and future expansion potential. “Sustainability” is an integral
element of this project.

Photos courtesy of Rockford Construction Company.
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Novi, MI Firearms Training Center (2007-2008)

Size: 6,500 sf

Scope: Architectural Design

Final Construction Cost: $1,200,000

Location: Novi, Ml

Est. Completion Date: Spring, 2008

Final Completion Date: Spring, 2008

Client Contact: Deputy Chief Victor Lauria, Novi Police

(248) 347-0542

The City of Novi, Michigan retained Redstone Architects to program and design a new
gun range for the city’s Police Department. The total project cost of $1,700,000 was
funded through drug forfeiture funds.

Springfield, Ml Public Safety Addition - Design-Build (2007-2008)

Size: 6,500sf (renovated portion and addition)
Scope: Design Build

Final Project Cost: $800,000

Location: Springdfield, MI

Est. Completion Date: Spring, 2008

Final Completion Date: Spring, 2008

Client Contact: Rob Coles, Director of Public Safety

(269) 965-7795

Redstone Architects, Inc. just completed and addition and renovation for the City of
Springfield’s Public Safety Department. The Needs Assessment resulted in a
recommendation of a 2,700 square foot addition to the existing facility. The addition
provided for the upgrading of administrative offices, and locker rooms, as well as the
addition of a briefing area, evidence and property rooms. The project was a design
build effort, with O'Brien Construction Company.

Bridgeport, WV Public Safety Substation (2008-2009)

Size: 16,500sf
’ Scope: Programming and Schematic Design
Final Construction Cost: $3,200,000
Location: Bridgeport, WV
Est. Completion Date: Fall, 2009
Final Completion Date: September 2009
Client Contact: Bill Yoke, AIA, WYK Architects
(304) 624-6326

Redstone Architects, public safety consultant, and WYK Architects of
Clarksburg, WV, were engaged to program and design a new Public Safety
Substation to serve the growing, northern area of the city. The facility
contains a three-bay apparatus wing, sleeping areas for the suppression
staff, and a sally port and report writing area for the police department.

Public Safety, Law Enforcement and Justice Architects
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Current Public Safety & Police Department Projects Awarded or on Hold — 2010

Sheriff's Department Substation, Delta Township, Mi

Public Safety (Police & Fire) Department Renovation, Needs Assessment, Holly, MI

Police Department Headquarters, Carbondale lllinois (design consultant to ARCTURIS, St. Louis, MO)
Police Department & Court Study, Lansing, Mi (teamed with C2AE, Lansing, M)

Public Safety Needs Assessment and Conceptual Design, City of Grosse Pointe, Mi (Joint venture with
French Associates, Rochester Hills, Ml)

e WCAA Administration Building, Public Safety Department, Detroit Metro Airport (law enforcement
consultant to BEI/HED Joint Venture)

Public Safety, Law Enforcement and Justice Architects




Statement of Qualifications for
Milford Police Department

LIST OF REFERENCES

We welcome you to contact our references listed below:

A.Major Randall L. Hughes,
Field Operations Officer
Delaware State Police Retired
Sussex Pines Road
Georgetown, DE 19947
(302) 934-8732

B. Chief Joseph DeLoach
South Bethany Police Department
402 Evergreen Road
South Bethany, DE 19930
(302) 539-3653, ext. 213

C. George Dickerson, Town Manager
Town of Milton
101 Federal Street
Milton, DE 19968
(302) 684-4110

D. Gregory Weer, Supervisor Building & Grounds
Indian River School District
John M. Clayton School
401 Clayton Avenue
Frankford, DE 19945
(302) 436-1000, ext. 135

French + Ryan, Inc. August 24, 2010
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Public Safety Specialists

For over 20 years, Redstone Architects, Inc. has demonstrated a unique understanding of
the requirements for police, fire, emergency medical service and rescue organizations by
developing innovative design solutions for public safety agencies to improve community ser-
vice and public perception through a more efficient facility design. Our understanding of
operational issues assures you of receiving the skills needed to support your project.

Strategic Planning
Our experience working with municipalities is more than being able to design

a building type. It is being able to help you answer the question of where
your community wants to go, and then helping you get there. The foundation
of a strong master plan will allow a municipality to build its future with con-
fidence, knowing that its planning is sound and fiscally responsible.

Needs Assessments
Whether it is decided to renovate or build new, a formal Needs Assessment is required for

any project to move beyond a conceptual stage and into a more defined phase. A thor-

ough space analysis will demonstrate the inadequacies of the current situation, and of-
fer reliable estimates of current and projected space requirements based upon industry
standards, trends and client growth. The Needs Assessment report also provides an esti-

mated cost for the project.

OQur team of specialists provides Needs Assessment and Programming assistance that will
analyze your current operations and needs, assist in developing long-range plans, provide
adjacency analyses, and identify your specific space requirements.

Unique Solutions
Through our comprehensive program, we have successfully devel-

oped solutions for many of the problems facing the public sector
such as increased operating expenses, undersized and outdated facili-
ties, ineffective use of space, limited resources, ADA non-compliance,
security problems, scattered operations, inadequate vehicle accom-
modations, and shortages of storage space.
Value
We work with our clients to determine cost-effective solutions. Our understanding
of operational, procedural and regulatory issues gives us the skills to support the
client’s needs. Our design experts have successfully increased operating efficiency
and maximized the use of available resources for numerous facilities. Redstone
Architects offers designs solutions within your budget that not only answer your
needs today, but will also provide options for future growth.

Services
Redstone Architects, Inc. provides traditional and specialized architectural ser-

vices for new construction, renovation, adaptive use, historic rehabilitation and
building additions.

Specialized Consulting Services include Land Acquisition, Site Selection and
Analysis, Feasibility Studies, Design/Build Services, Lender’s Inspections, Fo-
rensic Services, Furniture Procurement, and Facility Management.
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Firm Profile

REDSTONE ARCHITECTS, INC.
Architecture e Planning e Interior Design

Corporate Headquarters

29201 Telegraph, Suite 400
Southfield, MI 48034
Telephone: (248) 351-0770
Facsimile: (248) 351-0660
Email: corporate@redstonearchitects.com
Website: www.redstonearchitects.com

Corporate Officers
Daniel A. Redstone, FAIA, NCARB
President and CEO

Alfred J. Gittleman, RA
Senior Vice President

Overview

From the beginning, the firm has understood the
importance of providing design concepts that
embrace not only pleasing aesthetics, but also
functionality and client needs. We are commit-
ted to providing strong design leadership and
technical expertise in a world where change is
occurring at breakneck speed. We emphasize
the importance of satisfying all of our clients’
needs, including functionality, quality, and
budget.

The firm maintains open communications
throughout our engagement with our clients,
which helps to insure a successful Project. We
listen to our clients and to their users. After all,
our work becomes your buildings and facilities.

The firm was established in 1937, and incorpo-
rated in Michigan in 1960. Daniel Redstone,
FAIA, joined the firm in 1967, was promoted to
President in 1987 and became Chairman and
Chief Executive Officer in 1996.

Under Dan’s leadership, the firm has become
more specialized and an expert in its field by
targeting specific markets with more specialized
and comprehensive services. Recognizing the
need for single source project administration,
Redstone Architects has increased its clientele
significantly by providing overall program man-
agement. Through this service, the client is af-
forded the convenience of project oversight from
concept to completion of construction through a
single point of contact.

We specialize in municipal, public safety, jus-
tice, and law enforcement projects, and offers
a full range of architectural and professional ser-
vices (master planning, programming and sche-
matic design, space planning and interior design,
construction administration and project man-
agement). Our teams are always led with the
personal involvement of a Principal of the firm.

For 70 years, we have worked to develop realis-
tic solutions for our clients, and have helped
them determine how to best maximize their
space for their budget.

Police Department, Troy, MI

Select Market Specialities

Redstone Architects provides specialized ser-
vices to select markets, including:

7
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At Redstone Architects, we assist our clients
throughout the design and space planning pro-
cesses, as well as through programming, sche-
matic design, contract administration and pro-
gram management.

We maintain a high level of expertise for new
construction, renovation, adaptive re-use, his-
toric rehabilitation and building additions. We
understand the unique nature of our clients’
various needs. This enables us to provide our
clients with a quick response.

Police Department, Waterford, MI

Fire Station No. 2, Southfield, M1

Professional Services
We offer a full range of services, including:

PROGRAM MANAGEMENT
STRATEGIC PLANNING

NEEDS ASSESSMENT
PROGRAMMING

SPACE PLANNING

SITE PLANNING

ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES
FACILITIES MANAGEMENT
PROJECT & COST ESTIMATING
DESIGN/BUILD PROJECT DELIVERY
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Our understanding of your operational,
procedural, and regulatory issues, com-
bined with our specialized experience,
creativity, imagination, and managerial
skills, is your assurance that you may rely
on Redstone Architects to help make your
Project a success.

Professionals by Discipline

Redstone Architects maintains a professional
staff of eight employees. Our firm is in full com-
pliance with the architectural registration stat-
utes of the State of Michigan, which requires
that 2/3 of its principals, directors and officers
be licensed as architects.

Discipline Staff
Architects 3
Designer/Drafters 4
Administrative/Clerical 1

Firm Profile



Experience

We are known nationally for our work with pub-
lic safety, municipal and justice facilities. We
strive to help our clients achieve higher per-
formance for planning, designing, and imple-
menting the best and most reasonable utilization
of new technology. The following is a partial list
of projects completed by our firm:

Participants in:
“Main Street” Development

Keego Harbor, MI

Law Enforcement/Justice

Public Headquarters/Fire Adm.
Police Headquarters

Police Department

Kentwood Justice Center
Public Safety Building

Police Department

Police Headquarters

Police Needs Assessment
Police Headquarters

Police Addition

“Shared” Local and State Police
Police Department (D/B)
Strategic Plan

23" District Court

Police Department & City Hall
Police Department & City Hall
Police Needs Assessment
Police Department

Public Safety Department
State Police Troop No.5
Sheriff’s Substation

63 1-2 District Court

Fire Operations

Central Fire Station

Fire Station No. 2

Engine Company No. 5

Fire Headquarters (No. 3)
Strategic Plan & Central Station
Midtown (Central) Fire Station
Central Fire Station Replacement
Needs Assessment

Design Consultant

Needs Assessment

Public Safety Addition (D/B)

Municipal

Town Hall/Village Square
Dept. of Public Works

Civic Center Master Plan

Civic Center Master Plan

City Hall Renovation/Add’'n
City Hall & Police Station
Utility Department Study

City Hall & DPW

20-year Facilities Strategic Plan

Troy, MI

Waterford, MI
Village of Franklin, MI
Kentwood, MI
Grosse Pointe Park, M1
Saline, MI
Crestwood, MO
Clayton, MO

West Bloomfield, MI
West Bloomfield, MI
Richmond, MI
Milford, MI

Grand Blanc Twp, MI
Taylor, MI

Lowell, MI

Keego Harbor, MI
Utica, M1

Chelsea, MI
Springfield, MI
Bridgeville, DE
Delta Twp, MI

Kent County, MI

Waterford Twp, MI
Southfield, MI
Detroit, MI
Chesterfield Twp, MI
Romutus, MI
Taylor, MI
Monroe, MI

Utica, MI
Bergenfield, NJ
Putnam Twp., MI
Springfield, MI

Macomb Twp, M1
Waterford Twp, ML
Waterford Twp., MI
Kentwood, MI
Saline, M1

Keego Harbor, MI
Bay City, MI

Utica, MI

Grand Blanc Twp

(DPW, Police, Fire, Town Hall)

DPW Needs Assessment

Kentwood, MI

“Cool Cities” Initiative Utica, MI

City Hall & Police Keego Harbor, MI
Village Offices (D/B) Holly, MI
Educational

Eastern Michigan University Ypsilanti, MI
University of Michigan Ann Arbor, MI
Schoolcraft College Livonia, MI
Michigan State University East Lansing, MI
Walsh College Troy, MI
Specialized

Temple Emanu-El Oak Park, MI
Jewish Community Center West Bloomfield, MI
Northwest Activities Center Detroit, MI

Belle Isle Casino Renovation Detroit, MI
Pontiac Housing Commission Pontiac, MI

River Place Housing Detroit, MI

Temple Kol Ami West Bloomfield, MI
Charach-Epstein Museum-Gallery West Bloomfield, MI

Station No. 3, Chesterfield Township, MI
(New Construction)

Redstone Architects’ Approach

Our approach to achieving a successful project
for our clients is very simply stated- We MAN-
AGE THE OUTCOME during each phase of the
work effort, beginning with the programming
phase and ending only after you are occupying
your facility. This "process," currently used on
all our projects, consists of:

& Providing the client with support that has
the knowledge, experience and ability to
manage not only the technical output but
also our staff and consultants. We place
careful consideration into the selection of a
suitable candidate for your project needs.

Firm Profile



s Augmenting the abilities of the Project
Manager with a project team that is respon-
sible for your facility. We assign team
members that have the specific experience
needed for your project.

< Developing a mutually agreed upon sched-
ule, which is critical for the required flow of
information. This schedule will identify
tasks to be completed, items of responsibil-
ity and the timeline for completion.

s Documenting issues insuring that no item
is lost. Each unresolved item stays in front
of the entire team until a resolution is found.
Redstone Architects conducts regularly
scheduled project meetings to help manage
the outcome. Once the schedule is devel-
oped a calendar is established for team meet-
ings and other activities that must take place
throughout the project.

Redstone Architects’ proven approach to suc-
cessful projects is to provide our clients with a
Principal and strong Project Manager —skilled
professionals who communicate effectively on
a timely basis with our clients and our team of
selected consultants throughout the project.

Local and State Police Post, Richmond, MI
(New Construction)

We work with you to develop a realistic sched-
ule. We document the project process and keep
abreast of all significant issues. We are profi-
cient with today’s computer technology and
provide comprehensive documentation. We
take a proactive approach to project manage-
ment.

Professional Capabilities

The following is a general overview of the vari-
ety of architectural and professional services we
can provide on either an item-by-item basis or as
a complete package.

Program Management

The overall administration and development of
projects as a means of supplementing the client’s
internal operations includes aspects of site selec-
tion, commissioning and facility startup. Red-
stone Architects assists the clients with the plan-
ning, design and construction phases. This may
include feasibility analysis, detailed studies,
program development, budgeting, scheduling,
and related operations throughout the project to
completion. Program Management may also in-
clude demographic analysis, off-book financing,
capitalization, supplier selection, employee re-
cruitment and training and the management of
all ongoing operations. Resources for providing
such services are not generally resident in any
one company, but are established by teaming
and partnering strategically to meet the client’s
specific needs. “We do more than just architec-
ture.”

23 District Court, Tt aylor, MI
(New Construction)
Master Planning

As the earliest step in the planning process for
any building project, we provide master plan-
ning services for clients that require an in-depth
assessment of a project site, its features, access
potential, circulation patterns and a variety of
other criteria for our municipal needs. The sub-
sequent Master Plan is a comprehensive study of

Firm Profile



the needs and requirements for future planned
construction projects. Our experience in this re-
gard has ranged from small, single building
sites, to major multi-use/multi-building devel-
opments and campuses. Our focus is on locating
your facility appropriately, where as part of a
complex, or as a stand-alone building.

Needs Assessments

A Needs Assessment results in a program that
serve as the basis for the design of those facili-
ties, and which will be utilized throughout the
design phases of the project. Programming is a
joint effort of the architect and the client.
Throughout the process we communicate regu-
larly with you through interviews and discus-
sions, at meetings and through memorandums.
Success requires client participation. A draft
Needs Assessment is assembled and reviewed by
you for your comments. A final Needs Assess-
ment is presented to the authorizing committee.

Police Headquarters, Crestwood, Missouri
(New Construction)

Space Planning and Design

Our design staff has completed a significant
number of projects involving new construction,
additions, renovations, adaptive reuse and tenant
fit-out work. Professional services include:

% Programming: determine space needs rela-
tive to use, size and adjacency.

¢ Schematic design: translate program data
into basic floor plans and design concepts.

¢+ Design development: develop and define de-
sign aesthetics, materials, structure and envi-
ronmental building systems.

%+ Final design: prepare construction docu-
ments that are ready for bidding and con-
struction.

We use computer enhanced design technology
and project management tools during the design
process to increase efficiency in project admini-
stration, quality of documentation and cost comn-
trol.

Programming

The development of a program and the estab-
lishment of a budget are critical elements in
every project. Many times an approximate or
fixed budget is established before the full needs
of the project are determined through the pro-
gramming process. A successful programming
effort will indicate whether the accepted pro-
gram works with the first established estimates
of the project's costs.

Redstone Architects provides programming as-
sistance that analyzes users’ current operations
and needs, assists in developing long-range
needs, provides adjacency analyses, and identi-
fies specific space requirements as follows:

>

Personnel

Task Identification
Equipment

Building Systems
Accessibility/Special Rules
Future Expansion
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Justice Center, Kentwood, Ml

Schematic Design

Upon acceptance of the program, the Redstone
Architects proceeds directly in the development
of Schematic Design Documents. These docu-
ments consist of drawings and other documents
that illustrate the scale and relationship of the

Firm Profile



project's components. Being an iterative proc-
ess, the drawings are reviewed periodically by
the Owner’s Project Representative (OPR) to
confirm conformance to the program statement,
and to make any functional adjustments that be-
come necessary. The OPR is almost always pre-
sent at team meetings and must approve any
changes.

Specifically, we take the written program and
begin to organize the spaces in each of the facili-
ties to match the required adjacencies. Individual
spaces are laid out to confirm their adequacy for
the programmed needs. A site plan is developed
for the building and its surroundings. Building
system design concepts are developed for the
structural, mechanical and electrical systems.
Beginning elevation studies are also developed.
Finally, the conceptual cost estimates developed
in the Programming Phase are updated into a
preliminary cost estimates that further define the
costs of each component of the project, and the
schedule is reconfirmed.

Midtown Fire Station (HQ), Taylor, MI
(New Construction)

At the completion of the Schematic Design
Phase, the client will have an approved SCHE-
MATIC DESIGN that depicts the building plan
and site plan, as well as building elevations that
depict the massing and character of the building.
Written descriptions of the buildings' systems
concepts can be provided, as well as preliminary
estimates of Construction Costs.

Public Safety Complex, Grosse Pointe Park, MI
(New Construction & Renovation)

Construction Documents

During this phase, Redstone Architects and its
consultants prepare drawings and specifications
setting forth in detail the requirements for the
construction of the projects. We assist the
Owner in the preparation of bidding informa-
tion, bidding forms, the Conditions of the con-
tract (included in the specifications), and the fu-
ture Agreement between Owner and Confractor.
If required by the Owner, interior design (furni-
ture selection and furnishings) work is accom-
plished during this phase.

Our fully automated production of documents
eases the transition from approved Design De-
velopment the drawings are completed to reflect
the specific implementation of the system de-
signs developed in the Design Development
phase. Documents are drawn and coordinated
through the use of computer-aided design
(CAD). The specifications themselves are de-
veloped from our continuously updated com-
puter database. In addition, during this phase,
Redstone's Interior Design staff would proceed
with furniture selection, if so commissioned.

Contract Administration

We provide contract administration services
conducted by our project managers and special-
ized field representatives, to assure quality con-
struction and to maintain the construction sched-
ule and cost control.

These contract administrative services involve
both office and field services. They include co-
ordination with the contractor and owner, review

Firm Profile



of shop drawings and thorough periodic site vis-
its, as well as timely response to field issues and
conditions.

(New Construction)

Non-Traditional Project Delivery

We have successfully completed several projects
in non-traditional, or Construction Management
and Design/Build approaches, demonstrating the
value of the CM (CM) project delivery method
by encouraging a client advocate team effort, re-
sulting in a productive relationship of mutual
trust that can anticipate construction issues and
bring the project to a successful completion. We
have the demonstrated ability to fit well on a di-
verse variety of project teams and contribute to
completion of projects within the time and cost
criteria established. We invite all of our clients
to discuss various construction methods with our
team.

© 2007 Redstone Architects, Inc.
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WATERFORD TOWNSHIP

Mich Ig an Client Contact:
Dan McCaw, Chief of Police
248-674-0351

Completion Date: Fall 2001 5140 Civic Center Drive

Size: 56,000 5q. Ft. Cost: $8,000,000 Waterford Township, MI-48329

As part of a master plan to redevelop its Civic Center,
Waterford Township engaged Redstone Architects,
Inc.to perform a Needs Assessment Study for a new
police headquarters. The existing facility was
formerly an elementary school. Overcrowded
conditions and the lack of secure space prompted

the need for a new facility.

Redstone determined the department's needs and
designed a new facility. The new 56,000 square foot
building includes a large multipurpose training
room; a firing range; a dispatch room with direct
monitoring of the cell area through one-way glass
and closed circuit television; an exercise room; and
a forensic garage. The building also provides a
prisoner area, with a connecting link to the 51st

District Court building. The link allows secure transfer

of prisoners from the police building to the

courthouse.
’ Avery successful combination of common spaces,enhanced by natural light,
“‘ makes the Waterford Township Police Headquarters a user friendly building
and a very comfortable place to work.
REDSTONE
ARCHITECTS, INC.
Architeclure « Planning » Intarior Design




CENTRAL FIRE HEADQUARTERS

WATE R FO R D TOW N S H I P (fient Contact:

Michigan

Completion Date: Fall 2000
Size:26,000 Sq.Ft. Cost: 54,000,000

Redstone Architects was selected to design Waterford
Township's new 26,000 square foot fire headquarters

to replace its existing 50 year-old facility. Redstone

Architects conducted a

identified the necessary requirements and
subsequently received approval to develop the design,
construction documents and specifications for the new
facility. The new central fire headquarters includes fire

administration, training, a four-bay apparatus garage,

Archie Spence, Deputy Fire Chief (Ret.)
(248) 889-1408
2831 Morel Drive
Highland, Nil-48356
archspencedaol.com

Needs Assessment which

and living quarters for 12 firemen.

&
S

ARCHITECTS, INC.
Archilecture » lanning « hterior Design

Zoning limitations and height restrictions for this facility posed a challenge
in the design of the apparatus bay. The completed design successfully
provided accommodations for the capacity needed for the Township's

operations.



DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

WATERFORD TOWNSHIP
Michigan

Completion Date: Spring 2001
Size: 60,000 5q.Ft.  Cost: $9,000,000

|
|

‘Asa rsult of grossly undersized space, ineicient

systems and expensive maintenance, Waterford
Township commissioned Redstone Architects, Inc.
to perform a Needs Assessment study to determine
the extent of a facility expansion. Based on the

study's findings, a new facility was approved.

Redstone Architects, Inc. designed a new facility to

provide efficient, cost-effective use of space and
maximize efficiency. The new design, part of an
overall campus master plan, integrates all operations

into one efficient 60,000 square foot facility.

‘ The benefits of the new design include larger work spaces, shared parking
“ areas, as well as conference rooms, locker rooms, staff lounge, lunch rooms,
. parts storage areas, and other related elements.

REDSTONE

ARCHITECTS, INC.
Architeciure » Ranning « lnlerior Design




POLICE & FIRE DEPARTMENT
ADDITION & RENOVATION

TROY

Michigan (lient Contact:
Charles (raff, Chief of Police L=
(248) 524-3454 \ I
Completion Date: Phase | - New Addition August 2003 500 W 8ig Beaver Road A T
Phase Il - Renovation ~ Spring 2004 Tray, MI-48084 ; .
Size: 74,000 Sq.Ft.  Cost:$71,000,000 craftctcl. troy.mi.us

The Troy, Michigan Police and Fire Departments previously shared parts of an overcrowded, 86,000 square foot
city hall facility, utilizing a two-floor wing with a partial basement. Redstone Architects participated in a 1999-
2000 Needs Assessment and was comissioned to design the new addition and renovation. The resulting facility,
a new 49,500 square foot addition combined with a renovation of the previously occupied 24,000 square feet,
houses all Police Department operations and the Fire Department’s Administrative offices. The police facility

includes a large lock-up, a 911 dispatch center and a new Emergency Operations Center (EOC),

In addition to a very tight budget requirement, the design successfully

“0 integrated the addition into the existing civic center complex, creating a
. separate police entrance and access to the adjacent district court building.

REDSTONE
ARCHITECTS, INC.

Architeclure - Ranning « hlerior Design




POLICE & FIRE DEPARTMENT
ADDITION & RENOVATION

TROY
Michigan

Chartes Craft, Chisf of Palice

Completion Date: Phase |- New Addition August 2003
Phase Il - Renovation  Spring 2004
Size: 74,000 Sq.Ft.  Cost: §11,000,000

Clockwise from top left: Lobby, Work Area, Break Area, Exercise Facility.

REDSTONE
ARCHITECTS, INC.

Architeclure « FRanning - nterior Design




TOWN HALL AND VILLAGE SQUARE

o

MACOMB TOWNSHIP
Michigan

Completion Date: Fall 2002
Size: 40,0005q.Ft.  (Cost: $5,600,000

Macomb Township expects a population growth of 63% in the next ten years, increasing from 40,000 to a projected
65,000 by the year 2010. In preparation for future expansion needs, the Township acquired a 79-acre parcel of land,
part of an intended one square mile area for its future "Downtown". The first project slated for the site is a new
Town Hall and Village Square. Redstone Architects, Inc.was commissioned to provide architectural programming
for its new Town Hall and site Master Plan for the "Town Center". Redstone Architects completed both the Needs
Assessment and the design for this facility. The new, 40,000 square foot Town Hall is a two-story building. The
basement of the building houses Township departments and offices. The Town Center is centered on a Town
Square surrounded by civic and commercial/mixed use buildings. Civic buildings planned for this site include the

court, fire station/sheriff's office and a new recreation building, now under construction.

‘ This project sets the tone for the overall architectural theme. A traditional
" design reflecting historical precedents found in many Michigan small towns
‘ was used to create an identifiable center for the Township. Many members
REDSTONE of the community contributed ideas to the design of this facility.
ARCHITECTS, INC.
Archilecture » Ranning « hleror Deskgn




JUSTICE CENTER

Client Contact:

KENTWOOD William G. Kelly, Judge, (616) 554-0717

Richard Mattice. Chief of Police, (616) 698-6580

Michigan 62nd 8.District Court

Completion Daze: Spring 2002 4900 Bretan Avenue, $.£.
Size: 60,000 Sq.Ft. Cost: $8 500,000 PO.B0x 8848
Design Architect: Redstone Aichitects — Architect of Record: Post Associates  Kentwood, Mi-49518

The City of Kentwood engaged Redstone Architects, Inc. to
provide a Needs Assessment and Design Services for its police
department and 62B District Court. The court facility is 19,000
sq. ft. and the police department is just over 40,000 sq.ft. To
address the separate functional and space needs of each agency,
the building has two distinct elements linked by a convenient,
main level public entrance to give the impression of a single
operation. The court facilities are housed on a single floor and
the police functions are developed on two levels which are
interconnected through an elevator and two stairways for
accessibility. The building design takes advantage of the sloping
site to provide separate staff entries for both agencies on the main
and lower level. The building houses a public lobby, records area,
neighborhood services, training/community room, detective
bureau, prisoner processing and administrative areas for the
police department. The court section contains public waiting
areas, courtrooms and prisoner preparation areas. The project

was highlighted in the Retrospective of Court Design 1991-2002,

published by the National Center for State Courts.

¢

"We were very pleased that they clearly listened to us and acccomodated our

“‘ concerns..." "We receive numerous compliments from other law enforcement
practioners who tell us it is the most well-designed facility for the policing

REDSTONE function that they have ever seen."

ARCHITECTS, INC.

Archileciure - Aanning - niterior Design

- Richard A.Mattice, Chief of Police



POLICE DEPARTMENT AND CITY HALL

S A Ll N E Cliant Contact:

Michi gan Paul L. Bunten, Chief of Police
(734)429-7971
100 M. Harris Streat

P20 Box 40
Completion Date: Spring 2002 Saline, Mi-48176
Size: 36,000 Sq.Ft.  Cost: $5,100,000 phunien@ci saline.mi.us

The Saline building addition and renovation project results from the need to provide the City of Saline with modern
and adequate municipal and police facilities to serve the current and future needs of their growing community.
This project combines the City Hall offices and new Police Headquarters addition to create a strong and efficient
administrative campusin the heart of the city.The total gross upper and lower level building addition and renovation
is approximately 36,000 square feet. The City Hall offices and the Police Headquarters share a common public
entrance. The Municipal section of the building includes administrative offices, the building department offices,
records , conference rooms and a large council chambers with a modern audiovisual system, A large unassigned
area, in the lower level of the building, will provide for future expansion space. The Police Headquarters includes
administrative offices, dispatch rooms, meeting rooms, squad room, male and female lockers, security garage,

prisoner processing area, two single cells, an armory and an area for evidence processing and storage.

’ The design for this facility incorporates vital municipal and police functions
“ as well as space for future expansion under one roof. The concept for the
’ development of this facility was the result of close work with the city staff .

REDSTONE

ARCHITECTS, INC.
Archilecture - Ranning - nlerbr Design




23RD DIST.COURT & FIRE STATION

TAYLOR

Mich igan (lient Comtact:
Ficky Bownian, Court ldminisiruror
(724) 374-1334

Completion Date: fall 2005 Tinee Fedel, Acting Five Chicf

Cost: 518,500,000 (734) 374-1355

In 2003, Redstone Architects was hired to lead the
Design-Build Team for the Taylor Municipal Complex
Improvements. The work consists of four projects to be
designed and built fast-track by the fall of 2005. The new
construction includes a new two-story Courthouse
Building with three courtrooms and a new five-bay Fire
Station with training facilities. The remodeling includes
the existing Courthouse and Fire Station Buildings, which

will be readapted for a new function. Redstone

Architects also worked closely with the City to coordinate
the design efforts with their "New Urbanist"
development strategies.

Redstone Architects developed 3-D computer aided

design renderings of the existing municipal campus and

new buildings to help the Client visualize the new look
of the campus. Through the use of computer animations,

Redstone Architects convinced the Client of the most

appropriate siting for the new buildings.

The design and construction of the 23rd District Court and the Midtown Fire

"‘ Station was accomplished through a "Design-Build" process. Cost control
‘ was achieved by re-thinking the Users’ operational and security procedures,
REDSTONE leading to a reduction of the programmed building area.

ARCHITECTS, INC.

Architechuore . Ranning . Interior Design




FIRE STATION NO. 2

SOUTHFIELD
Michigan

Completion Date: Summer 1994

Size: 10,6758q.Ft.  Cost: §1,387,285

Redstone Architects incorporated citizen concerns
into the design process that led to this progressive,
state-of-the-art fire station nested into a wooded
site. The station's unique but functional design was
enthusiastically accepted by city officials. The
facility houses living quarters and an apparatus area
totaling 10,875 square feet. The apparatus area
serves two companies and features locker and
storage areas, hose maintenance space, janitor
closet and other auxiliary spaces. The living quarters
house office/dispatch, sleeping quarters for six,
laundry room, lavatories and shower facilities,

kitchen, lounge, exercise room and storage.

Telephone/intercom systems were installed in all
rooms. Site amenities include a covered car port,
area for future expansion, drive-thru apparatus bays,
radio antenna, covered patio, lawn irrigation and

an emergency access road.

‘ Winner of several design awards, this project has been recognized for its effi-
’I’ cient and functional design as well as its unique exterior architecture.
REDSTONE
ARCHITECTS, INC.
Architechue. Ranning . Interior Design




PUBLIC SAFETY BUILDING

GROSSE POINTE PARK
Michigan

Completion Date: 1993 Grosse Painte Patk di1-46730
Size: 20,000 Sq.Ft.  Cost: $2,300,000 e =

The renovation and reorganization of the Grosse

Pointe Park Municipal Complex solved several key

operational problems facing the city. The Public

Safety building, originally a fire hall built in 1928, was
renovated to accommeodate all fire and police
functions. Offices previously divided between the
Fire Hall and City Hall were consolidated into a more
efficient space. The building has a modern dispatch
center,detective bureau, prisoner cells,locker rooms
and offices. Its 6,200 square foot addition houses
four parking bays for city fire trucks and emergency
apparatus, evidence storage, sally port and firing
range. A new two-story pedestrian link with elevator
and stairs was built to connect the Public Safety
building to the City Hall. This barrier-free link has
become the new main entrance to the Municipal

Complex for the public and staff.

‘ Improvements to this facility allowed for the opportunity to create an
" attractive and cohesive civic center complex.

4

REDSTONE

ARCHITECTS, INC.
Archileciure » Flanning - hnterior Deskgn




NEW POLICE DEPARTMENT AND
CITY HALL RENOVATIONS

LOWELL

M. h Client Conract:
IC lgan fameslalentine, Chier of Police

6106) 897-7123

Completion Date: Summer 2003
Size: 27,0005¢. Ft, Cost: $3,000,000 ,".1.[-/5 y :1//' 140337

The City of Lowell selected Redstone Architects
and Fishbeck, Thompson, Carr, & Huber to provide
a Needs Assessment and Schematic Design Study
for a municipal office, police station, and related
facilities. Redstone Architects provided a Police
Department Study that carefully analyzed the
long-range space needs and evaulated the
possibilities of adapting the existing facility to

meet the department's needs while preserving its

historic presence.

‘ "Because of Daniel's extensive experience with Public Safety Building projects,
“ he has created for us a very functional, affordable, building which is designed
‘ not only for today, but also for well into the future.”

REDSTONE James Valentine
A o o Chief of Police- City of Lowell

Archileciure , Fanning « hterior Design




FIRE DEPARTMENT HEADQUARTERS

CHESTERFIELD TOWNSHIP
Michigan

Size: 16,000 5. Ft. Construction Cost: 52,700,000 (est.)

In the fall of 2002, the Township of Chesterfield engaged Redstone Architects Inc.to develop a Needs Assessment
Program and a Schematic Design for a new Fire Department Headquarters Station. Included in the assignment
was the development ofa preliminary budget for the project. The Schematic Design was developed based on the
revised program of 15,990 sq.ft.. The floor plan was developed into two areas, the Fire Department Administrative
Offices, composed of the Training Room and the Fire Department Offices, and the Fire Station, composed of the
Living Quarters and the Apparatus Bay. A mezzanine was added off the apparatus bay to house fitness equipment.

The design falls within the square footage goals of the Township while meeting the needs of the Chesterfield Fire

Department for the next 20 years.

’ The roof is in the shape of a gable in order to blend the building with the
‘0 mostly residential neighborhood;yet, by using metal panels, the building will
‘ have a modern, contemporary look.

REDSTONE
ARCHITECTS, INC.

Architechure . Flanning » nierior Design




POLICE ADMINISTRATION BUILDING

CRESTWOOD

Missouri Client Contact:

Frank Arnoldy, Captain
Completion Date: Fall 2005 (314) 729- 4810
Size: 29,000 5g.Ft.  Cost: $7,500,000 One Detjen Drive

Crestwood, MO-63126

Redstone Architects partnered with local architects Horner & Shifrin to provide the space needs evaluation for a
new building to be located on the existing civic center site.  After receiving a thorough analysis, the City of
Crestwood then commissioned our team to provide the full design package for their new facility. The building will
house traditional police operations as well as a firing range and classroom, situational training, forensic garage,
bike garage, and a large multifunctional room for police training and municipal court operations. Built on two
levels, the facility will be accessed by the public from the existing City Hall parking lot, while police vehicles and

staff will have secure access to the building from the lower level.

"‘ Ourinventive design team turned an irregularly sloped site into an advantage

‘ by creating a public entry shared by the City Hall and police station, but

R T separated from the secure police entry. This solution saved a significant

ARCHITECTS, INC. amount of sitework costs, allowing more of the department's needs to be
rchiecture - Planning - Interior Design addressed_




POLICE DEPARTMENT

MILFORD

Mich |ga n Client Contact:

Wayne Walli, Chief of Polic
{248) 684-1815
Completion Date: Fall 2003 1100 Atlantic Street
Size: 14,200 5q. F. Construction Cost: §1,250,000 Milrord, Ml-28381
Construction Budget: $1,321,000 wvalliizmilfordpolice.com

Controlling costs was a major concern of Milford
Township in building a new Police Department on
its Civic Center campus. The Village of Milford and
Milford Township share a single Police Department,
with the Township responsible for the actual
construction of a new building.

Redstone Architects provided the Township a
Design-Build approach to the project that allowed
for unparalleled project management and cost
control.

The 6,200 square foot addition and 8,000 square foot
renovation feature separate public and staff
entrances, a training room that will also be used as a

community meeting space and an Emergency

Command Operations Center in addition to dispatch,

office and other police spaces.

‘ The Milford Police Departmentis an outstanding example of our firm's ability
0‘ to delivery projects within budget and funding limits. At the completion of
‘ the project, Milford had $60,000 of its $2,000,000 remaining, permitting it to
REDSTONE consider the installation of carports for its police vehicles.
ARCHITECTS, INC.
Arehitecture - Ranning - interior Design




POLICE DEPARTMENT

FRANKLIN

M ichigan Client Contaci:

Fdvard Glomb, Chier of Police
1248) 626-9672
) 32325 Franklin Road
Completion Date: December 2000 Eranklin, Mi-18075
Size: 4,650 Sq.Ft.  (ost: $850,000

Redstone Architects was engaged to develop a
Needs Analysis for the Village of Franklin Police. To
quantify the space needs of the analysis, two sites in
the Historic District Village were investigated. The
findings of the investigation were then presented to
the Village Council. Redstone Architects was

engaged to do the Schematic Design Phase in

preparation for a bond issue which was passed by
voters in March 1999. The Village Council then
authorized Redstone to proceed with construction
documents. The 4,500 square foot police facility
design is compatible with the adjoining village
offices, which are both located within Franklin's
historic district. The project was completed in

December 2000.

’ [n the design of this facility, Redstone worked with the Village Historic
“ Committee to select exterior finishes and materials to continue the look and
‘ feel of the 1800s.

REDSTONE

ARCHITECTS, INC.
Archliectre « Ranning » Inlerior Design




FIRE DEPARTMENT HEADQUARTERS

ROMULUS
Michigan

Size: 34,000 Sq.Fr. Cost: 57,000,000 {est.) ((est.)t)

The City of Romulus Fire Department selected Redstone Architects in January 2003 to conduct a thorough analysis

of their fire operations and facilities to prepare for a possible new headquarters building. Redstone Architects
prepared a Strategic Plan Report, and in January 2004, was authorized to proceed with schematic design of the
new headquarters and central station. The new facility is one-story solution with a drive-thru apparatus bay
consisting of (4) double-bays, a challenging design feature considering the narrowness of the site selected for this
project. The facility also includes the Fire Department Headquarters area (lobby, front desk, training room/E.O.C.

and administrative offices),and the Firefighters Living area (kitchen, day room, firefighter sleeping quarters, library

and locker rooms).

‘ This significant municipal building will have a modern design overall, with a
" "traditional” flavor - achieved through the use of steep gable roof lines, brick
’ and stone masonry exterior, columns and a tower feature.

REDSTONE

ARCHITECTS, INC.
Archilechure » Flanning - Interior Design




FIRE DEPARTMENT STRATEGIC PLAN

ROMULUS
Michigan

Size: 21,000 5. ft. Cost: $4,800,000 (est.)
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The City of Romulus Fire Department selected Redstone Architects in January 2003 to conduct a thorough analysis
of their fire operations and facilities to prepare for a possible new headquarters building. They began with a
current building condition analysis for all four existing stations. Redstone’s recommendations for the Strategic
Plan involves the replacement of two old fire stations with a new headquarters building to serve the northern half

of the City. The two existing stations would then be adapted to house administrative and training functions.

’ Redstone provided run-time analyses to the City so that areas of inadequate
"‘ coverage will be discovered and eliminated in the Strategic Plan.
REDSTONE

ARCHITECTS, INC.

Archilechre - Flanning » Interior Deslgn




LONG-RANGE STRATEGIC PLAN

CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF GRAND BLANC
Michigan

(lient Contact:

David Stamm, Chief of Police
{810} 424-2702

G-53715. Saginaw

Grand Blanc #l-48439
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In the spring of 2003, the Charter Township of Grand Blanc, Michigan, commissioned the Design Team of Redstone
Architects, Inc.,, and their consultant Beckett & Raeder, Inc., Planners and Landscape Architects, to prepare a two
phased study for a Master Plan of the Grand Blanc Township Civic Center. Phase One of the study included: a
Needs Assessments for a Town Hall, a Police Headquarters, a Department of Public Works facility and a Fire Station;
a Building Condition analysis of the existing facilities; developing Planning Data. Phase Two of the study utilized
the information developed in phase one to: identify potential sites for one or more of the proposed buildings;

prepare conceptual civic center master plans for selected sites; develop costs associated with each concept.

The Master Plan study provided the authorities of Grand Blanc Township with

“‘ atool that allowed them to decide the course of action for a new civic center.
‘ The report was accepted by the Township Board in January 2004.

REDSTONE

ARCHITECTS, INC.
Archilecture . Ranning . Interior Design




COMMUNICATIONS CENTERS

LP::rwc:fFfre Department
Addition & Renovation
Aoy, Michigan

The communications center, or dispatch, is a crucial element in having an effective police or fire department. This
single part of the facility is its major access to the events occurring in the community. It is a very sophisticated
area, especially in terms of of its equipment, yet its operation needs to be fairly simple and efficient. Our designs
take into account the communications equipment and furniture requirements of a dispatch center,but also integrate
the human aspect by providing a healthy environment for the dispatchers to work in through the long hours they

must endure. Our expert staff will work directly with you to tailor the communications center to suit your exact

needs and preferences to ensure maximum efficiency.

‘ We are familiar with current dispatch equipment and furniture requirements
“ for communications centers. We have designed communications centers in
’ several Michigan municipalities including Waterford and West Bloomfield
REDSTONE Townships and the Cities of Gross Pointe Park, Clawson, Richmond, Saline
A e e andTroy, Michigan.




CITY HALL & POLICE DEPARTMENT

KEEGO HARBOR
Michigan

Estimated Ground Breaking Date: fall 2006

Size: 10,300 Sq.Ft. =
Project Budget (excluding land): $2,100,000 - B
i -Eﬁﬁfg o 5 1:
= [ = i
This uniquely shaped downtown site is the focal . i [ o |
. L II../ i . i [’,,_ Py,

pointin the city's plan to develop a new "traditional 3

walk-able downtown", and is part of the Oakland

County Main Street Program, a national non-profit
effortaimed at historic preservation and downtown
redevelopment. In keeping with the walk-able main
street theme the building is set to a zero lot line
clearance on both ofits street frontages. Thedesign .
concept was to convey the spirit of a newly vibrant

city by the use of brick and stone on the exterior walls, 4

the facade detailing, as well as the buildings ===
fenestration. These qualities reflect a downtown
urban atmosphere. There is a 1,000 square foot area
planned for future expansion on the second floor

located within the Police Department.

’ "The proposed design of the City Hall and Police Department is a good
“ example of a contemporary building designed with historic or traditional

’ charactersistics that does not look fasely historic."
ARC‘:E?:’(F;SNEINC Bret C.Rasegan,RA Planning Supervisor
- My e, 16 M Planning and Economic Development Services, Oakland County, Ml




FIRE STATION ADDITION

SPRINGFIELD
Michigan

Client (ontact;
James Jenkins, City Manager
(269) 965-2354

Redstone Architects, Inc. is currently working with the City of Springfield and the Springfield Publc Safety
Department to complete a needs assessment and conceptual design for an expansion of the existing
administrative area so that the Public Safety Department will be able to work more efficiently. The needs
assessment resulted in a recommendation of a 2,700 square foot addition to the existing facility. The

addition will permit the upgrading of administrative offices, and locker rooms, as well as the addition of a

briefing area and evidence and property rooms.

¢

REDSTONE
ARCHITECTS, INC.

Architecture » Planning « Inlerior Design



NEW POLICE HEADQUARTERS &
CITY HALL RENOVATION

CITY Of UTICA The City of Utica, Ml engaged Hubbell, Roth and
Michigan
Date: 2006 Client Contact: Clark, Inc. and Redstone Architects, Inc. to complete a
Size: 11,200 Sq. Ft. (new construction) Ms, Jackie Noonan, Mayor

7,800 Sq.ft. (renovation) (386) 739-1600 Needs Analysis for the City of Utica in early 2006 for their

Police, Fire, City Hall, Library and DPW Departments.Based

on the results of the Needs Assessment two sites were

analyzed. Due to limited funding, only the police

department will be newly constructed on the site, while

the city hall receives minor renovations. The City applied

for and was designated a "Cool City" by the State of

Michigan during the course of our study.

The proposed new police headquarters will be located between
the existing city hall and library buildings- with its public

entrance accessed from the library parking area. Besides a

prominent public entrance and lobby, the layout features a

central staff lobby where key spaces are located to maximize . §iie. 3 by o

the opportunity for staff interaction. N i RS )
In the renovated building, the city hall administrative offices will expand into the vacated police department area.

The renovated building will feature a larger, and more pronounced central public entrance and lobby. While

public spaces are located on one side of the lobby, strictly staff spaces are located on the other side to achieve

better circulation.
Due to the tight budget, the design team is able to provide a police facility that meets
.‘. operational and regulatory requirements, although it is smaller than originally
‘ recommended. The new facility will be efficient,and provides a secure work setting
HEDERONE for department staff. The design team will also make improvements to the existing
ARCHITECTS, INC. city hall to cure numerous defects, and provide for some additional space needs.

Archilectre . Ranning » hlarir Design




FIRE STATION

PUTNAM TOWNSHIP
Michigan

ra,.ﬁ i‘ ’;;#¢Q; T

LK

atg??ﬁ 5 e EEEE Rl il el © 5.
sl s BN

%

t.‘.‘r":(tuﬁ'l
TRERIZIZ I |

|i‘a.9__g§h_g_9 g“klﬁ%‘i*‘!ﬁﬂ;ﬁ ==

RN AT A
e

Plante & Moran CRESSA engaged Redstone Architects, Inc. to assist with a site study and conceptual design for the

Putnam Township Fire Station to be located on an 11 acre parcel owned by the Township. The programming and

site studies will be presented to the voters for consideration in November 2006

REDSTONE
ARCHITECTS, INC.

Archilecture « Planning » Interior Deslgn



POLICE FACILITY

NEW BALTIMORE
Michigan

Client Contact:
John Bolgar, Chief of Police
(586) 716-9043

The City of New Baltimore has engaged Plante &
Moran CRESSA and Redstone Architects, Inc. to
preform a needs assessment for the City's facilities,
including Police and Fire Departments, City Hall and
the Public Works Department. The study will help
the city identify and prioritize its needs and develop

a strategy to fund future facilities.

REDSTONE
ARCHITECTS, INC.

Architeclure « Planning « Interior Design



STATE POLICE TROOP 5

BRIDGEVILLE

Delaware

Completion Date: April 2005
Size: 8,500Sq.Ft.  Estimated Cost: $3,000,000
Police Design Consultant: Redstone Architects Architect of Record: French + Ryan Architects

YN st A , A
In the Fall of 2003, French + Ryan Architects of YR L 7 -

Georgetown, DE was commissioned by the Delaware
State Police to renovate an existing visitor center located
at the junction of the Sussex and Seashore Highways in
Bridgeville, DE to house Delaware State Police Troop 5.
The project includes 4,600 SF of renovation of the
existing building and a 3,900 SF addition. French + Ryan

Architects utilized the police design consultation services

of Redstone Architects in formulating the layout of the o

new facility.
‘ Redstone Architects reviewed several iterations of the plans and responded
" with suggested changes that addressed operational issues and workflow. The
‘ resulting layout has exceeded the original expectations of the Delaware State
REDSTONE Police.
ARCHITECTS, INC.
Architectura » Planning « Interior Design




CENTRAL FIRE STATION

MONROE,

Michigan

Clisnt Contact:

Bill Bare, Five Chief

(734) 241-1626

George Brown, City fanager

{734) 241-243-0700

Completion Date: Fair 2004

In 2004, the City of Monroe engaged Redstone Architects Inc. to develop a Needs Assessment Program for a new
Central Fire Station. With the input of all the key personnel from the City of Monroe Fire Department,

Redstone Architects completed the Needs Assessment in Nov 2004.

‘ This project is another example of a successful team effort by Redstone,
“ Berbiglia Assoc.and Sellinger Assoc. working together with a City to develop
‘ a cost-effective and timely solution to their project requirements.

REDSTONE

ARCHITECTS, INC.
Architechure - Fanning « Interior Design




63rd DISTRICT COURT

Client Contact:

KE NT CO U NTY Al Jano, Keni County Facilities Manageinent

. (518) 632-7603
Michi gan Al janoPkenicounty.org
Maiikc Post, A14. dirchitect of Record
{616) 451-3047
Size: 0000 sq. f1. Lost: 56,000,000 markpeipostassociatas.com

Kent County retained the team of Post Associates as

Architect of Record and Redstone Architects as Court

Design Consultant to provide a Needs Assessment
and Design Services for its new Consolidated 63rd

District Court. The goal is to consolidate its current

two locations to realize increased efficiencies, and

LR £ 2 e

security of a single modern courthouse facility. The

approved schematic design, developed by Redstone =

Architects, meets the needs of the public as well as

the judicial and administrative staff. The building G
includes three Judge’s Courtrooms & a Magistrate’s : --__-__:L_ﬁl«. (55w
Courtroom, It provides the appropriate levels of

security, and future expansion potential. T 4 e haEd

“Sustainability”is an integral element of this project. ' i

%
%

REDSTONE
ARCHITECTS, INC.
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MASTER PLAN

PLYMOUTH

Michigan
Date: Fall 2002 Client Contact
Size: 26,0005q. Ft. Paul Sincock

ity Manager

(734) 453-1234 ext. 238
The City of Plymouth, Ml commissoned Wade-Trim
and Redstone Architects, Inc. to prepare a master
plan of their City Hall and Police Department
facility. A needs analysis proved that the existing
building was no longer suitable for the
technological needs and flexibility of space
required now and in the future. Redstone
Architects, Inc. and Wade-Trim renovated the
existing facility and relocated the City Hall and
Police Department providing a more efficientand
effective use of space. A newly constructed
entryway on the southern end of the facility opens
to a large public lobby. This entryway is similar to
a nearby public library lobby, creating a sense of a

civic campus in downtown Plymouth.

The design offers a more functional use of space while also creating a

‘:’ stronger civic center in the downtown.

REDSTONE
ARCHITECTS, INC.

Architacture - Planning « intarior Design




POLICE HEADQUARTERS

WEST BLOOMFIELD

Michi gan Client Contact:

Ron Cronin, Chief of Police

1248} 682-9200

30 Walnut Lake Road

Completion Date: 1990 Size: 27,500 Sq.ft.  Cost: $3,300,000 00 8ox 250188
Completion Date: 2004~ Size: 6,500 Sq.Ft.  Cost: $1,225,000 (addition) i

Redstone Architects, Inc. combined aesthetics with
efficiency when designing this award-winning police
facility in West Bloomfield's civic center. The two-
level, 27,500 square foot complex is friendly and

open,featuring large skylights over the frontand rear

lobbies. The main level includes administration,

Bloomfield, dil-48325

investigations, communications, record-day room,
computer room, prisoner holding cells with
connecting sally port, interrogation rooms, witness
interview rooms, maintenance garage, training
rooms and cafeteria. The facility's lower level houses
the exercise room, locker rooms, evidence storage,
shooting range, and armory. The department
recently returned to Redstone to provide design
services for an addition to the building. The addition
included a new detective bureau, an evidence
processing laboratory and storage space, and

expanded personnel locker facilities.

Commerce,

L 4

REDSTONE
ARCHITECTS, INC.

Archilecture « Planning « Inlerior Design

’ This project was presented the 1990 Architectural Award for outstanding
0’ design of a new building by the Greater West Bloomfield Chamber of



LOCAL AND STATE POLICE POST

RICHMOND

M lCh Iga n Client Contact:
Gerald Williams, Former City Manager
(586) 727-7577
97567 5. ddain

Completion Date: 1995 ]
Richmond, Wi-48362

Size: 20,000 Sq.Ft,  Cost: $2,400,000
Redstone Architects, Inc.designed this 20,000 square
foot facility to jointly house the city's police
departmentand Michigan's largest full-service State
Police Post. It is the state's first and only joint facility
of its kind. The building was designed to solve
several operational and organizational problems
within the two agencies. The new design maximized
the efficiency of each force by keeping operations
separate yet created common space such as the
main lobby, rest rooms, wellness center and
conference room. The police detention and sally port
areas are shared by the two forces;however, the State
Police space is designed to accommodate a non-
related function without disrupting city police
operations or threatening its security. The TIFA
sponsored project brought over 100 new employees

to the city.

This state-of-the-art police facility was a Michigan first in state and local

’:‘ sharing facilities.

REDSTONE
ARCHITECTS, INC.

Archileclure. Aanning « nterior Design




Client Contact:

FIRE STATION NO.4

CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF CHESTERFIELD 77>

Michigan Chesterfield Mi-48047

smesser@chesterfieldiire.org
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Conceptual planning has been accomplished for Chesterfield Fire Station No. 4 located at 25 Mile Rd and
Gratiot Avenue in Chesterfield, Michigan. The project is expected to proceed further in year 2007 -2008.The Fire

Department plans to share a boulevard that will also serve as an entry for a new Township Park.

S

ARCHITECTS, INC.
Architecture - Ranning « Inlerior Design
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Honors, Awards, and Publications

Southfield Fire Station No. 2
Southfield, MI

The Southfield Fire Station No. 2 was selected
as a 1995 winner of the Design and Construc-
tion Showcase for outstanding projects for their
quality of design, innovative construction tech-
niques.

Roofiop Garden Apartments

Stroh River Place Apartments
Detroit, M1

The historic Apartments at Stroh River Place
were selected as a 1992 winner of the Engineer-
ing Society of Detroit's OQuistanding Achieve-
ment Award in the design and construction of
the Historic and Rooftop Garden Town Home
Apartments. The award honors outstanding pro-
jects for their quality of design, innovative con-
struction techniques, land use and their social-
economic impact on Michigan.

Walsh College
Troy, M1

This project, featuring a major addition and al-
terations, was showcased by the Construction
Association of Michigan at the 1991 CAM
Expo as one example of the finest craftsmanship,
project management and design in the Michigan
Construction Industry.

Honors, Awards,

. and Publications



West Bloomfield Po
West Bloomfield, MI
This project was awarded the 1990 Architec-
tural Award for outstanding design in a new
building by the Greater West Bloomfield Cham-
ber of Commerce.

Cottage Hospital Parking Deck
Grosse Pointe Farms, M1

This project was awarded in 1989 the High-
est Recognition Award for the positive contribu-
tion the parking deck has made to the beauty of
Grosse Pointe Farms at the first presentation of
awards by the City of Grosse Pointe Farms
Beautification Advisory Commission.

Manufacturers National Bank, Opera-
tions Center
Livonia, M1

This project was showcased by the Con-
struction Association of Michigan at the 1989
CAM Expo as one example of the finest crafts-
manship, project management and design in the
Michigan Construction Industry.

Historic Globe Building
Detroit, MI

This project was showcased by the Con-
struction Association of Michigan at the 1987
CAM Expo as one example of the finest crafts-
manship, project management and design in the
Michigan Construction Industry.

Grand Traverse Tower Hotel
Acme, M1

Redstone Architects was presented fwo
awards in 1987 for the Grand Traverse Resort
Village, Tower Hotel. Our firm won the Na-
tional Glass Association Honorable Mention
for excellence in the use of glass in design. The
Engineering Society of Detroit presented Red-
stone Associates with their Outstanding
Achievement Award for design and construc-
tion.

Honors, Awards, and Publications



Wayne H. Buell Buildin
Southfield, M1

In 1983, Redstone Architects received the
Walter Taylor Award, jointly given by the
American Association of School Administrators
and the American Institute of Architects for ex-
cellence in school design. Redstone was also
presented the OQutstanding Achievement Award
in building design and construction by the En-
gineering Society of Detroit.

Patron Award

In 1977, Redstone Architects was presented
the Patron Award by the Arts Foundation of
Michigan for our achievements in integrating
art into architecture.

Office Of The Year

In 1972, Redstone Architects and Manufac-
turers National Bank were presented the Award
of Merit for Outstanding Office Design and
Layout by Administrative Management Inc.

Manufacturers National Bank, West
Bloomfield Branch

In 1964, Redstone Architects was presented the
Award of Merit by the American Institute of
Architects, Detroit Chapter Honor Awards Pro-
gram for the West Bloomfield Branch Bank of
Manufacturers National Bank.

Northwestern High School
Detroit, M1

In 1970, in recognition of the proficient use
of structural steel in the design of the North-
western High School Performing Arts Center,
Redstone Architects was awarded the Architec-
tural and Engineering Award of Distinction by
the Great Lakes Fabricators and Erectors Asso-
ciation.

Honors, Awards, and Publications



The Police Chief/ July 2005
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TROY POLICE FACILIT

City of Troy, Michigan N g -
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The Troy Police Department traces its history back to July 1952
with the hiring of a chief and one patrol officer. Today, the Troy Po-
lice Department is full service agency ol 136 swurn oflicers and
66 civilian personnel, serving a community of 83,000 residents.

A new palice facility needs to provide space that is versatile,
creates a professional working environment for its employees.
and is inviting to the public. The Troy facility has achieved this due
to the hard work by the Troy Police Department staif the architect,
Close cooperation and working tegether throughout the planning,
design, and construction proress ensures success.

During the planning phase, the Troy team developed many
lofty expectations. Due to budget canstraints, the project needed
10 be scaled back. The architect urged us 10 look at operations and
consider how would we like to do business in the future, instead
of focusing on how we did business in the past. Looking at our
operatione going forward enabled us to shake off precencaived
niotions based on past practices and old facilities, and it led to the
adaption of many new ideas offered by the architect.

Photographs cannot convey how much more efficiently and
cooperatively Troy employees work in their new environment. The
workllow throughout the building encourages interaction be-
tween divisions such as patrel and investigations. Previously
these divisions were isolated due o the old building design.
Break rooms, mailboxes, workout areas, and common areas are
strategically located for all to use and to foster more interaction
among the employees.

The public areas convey a very open and welcoming feeling
and allow citizens to conduct their business with the Troy police in
a professional seiting.

Chares T. Craft, Chief of Police, 500 West Big Beaver Road,
Troy, MI 48084

a0, Southinzld, 2411803
e hupfiredstonzarniite
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The Fire Chief Handbook, Sixth Edition

THE FIRE CHIEF'S HANDBOOK

13

FIRE STATION AND
FACILITY DESIGN

|| Doniel Redssone, FAIA, NCARS |
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The 2003 Edition of The Fire Chief's Handbook continues a long-respected tradition of compiling information
from top fire service leaders Into one Invaluable guidebook This comprensive text ks designed for fire fighters,
company officers, and chief officers of all ranks and of all department types who want the [atest Information on

the fundamentals of leadership In the fire service as well as managing the day-to-day operations of a fire department.

‘ Danlel A. Redstone, FAIA, president of Redstone Architects, Inc., is the author
” of the chapter 13, Fire Station and Facility Design for this informative and
‘ definitive resource for thefire service industry.

REDSTONE

ARCHITECTS, INC.
Archiacare « Rk » Meecor Dasgn

Honors, Awards, and Publications



Justice Facilities Review Law Enforcement Facilities
2004 — 2005
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CAM Magazine July 2004

Police Department / Fire Admini-
stration Addition & Renovation
Troy, M1

CONSTRUCTION HIGHMLIGHT
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CAM Magazine February 2003
Macomb Township Hall
Macomb, M1
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The Detroit News
Taylor Fire Station No. 1
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References - Public Safety & Justice

Saline, Michigan
City Hall and Police Department, 2000-2002

Paul L. Bunten, Chief of Police
Telephone: (734) 429-7911

Jack Ceo, Deputy Chief of Police
Telephone: (734) 429-7911
jceo@ci.saline.mi.us

Grand Blanc Township, Michigan

Township Campus Master Plan, 2003
(Police, Fire, Town Hall & DPW)

Jeffery Zittel, Supervisor
Telephone: (810) 424-2600
David Stamm, Chief of Police
Telephone: (810) 424-2611
James B. Harmes, Fire Chief
Telephone: (810) 694-6111

Grosse Pointe Park, Michigan
Public Safety Facility, 1993

Dale M. Krajniak, City Manager
Telephone: (313) 822-6200

Palmer Heenan, Mayor
Telephone: (313) 822-6436

Troy, Michigan
Police Dept. and Fire Admin. Building,
2000-2004

Charles Craft, Chief of Police
Telephone: (248) 524-3454
Gary Mayer, Captain
Telephone: (248) 524-3424

West Bloomfield Township, Michigan

Police Headquarters, 1990
Police Addition, 2002-2003

Lt. John Himmelspach
Telephone: (248) 975-9200
Ron Cronin, Chief of Police
Telephone: (248) 682-9200

Chesterfield Township, Michigan

Fire Station No. 1, Renovation Study, 2004
Fire Station No. 3 (Headquarters), 2005
Fire Station No. 4, 2007

Scott Messer, Fire Chief
Telephone: (586) 725-2233

Doug Charbonneau, Deputy Chief
Telephone: (586) 725-2233

Milford, Michigan
Police Department, 2002-2003
Village offices

Wayne Walli, Chief of Police
Telephone: (248) 684-1815

Crestwood, Missouri*
Police Department Needs Assessment,

2001-2002
Police Department, 2002-2003

Frank Arnoldy, Captain
Telephone: (314) 729-4810
*with Horner & Shifrin Architects

Lowell, Michigan*
City Hall and Police Station, 2001
James Valentine, Chief of Police

Telephone: (616) 897-7123
*with FTCH

Richmond, Michigan
Local and State Police Post, 1995

Gerald Williams, Former City Manager
Telephone: (586) 727-7577

Dennis Watkins, Chief, Keego Harbor, MI
(Former Chief of Police, Richmond, MI)
Telephone: (248) 682-3030

Jonathan Moore, City Manager
Telephone: (586) 727-7571

Dennis Privette, Police Chief

Telephone: (586) 727-7545

9
%

Redstone Architects, Inc.



City of Keeqgo Harbor, Ml

New City Hall & Police Station, 2005-2006
Needs Assessment & Design, 2005-2006

Dennis Watkins, Chief of Police
Telephone: (248) 682-3030
Dale Stuart, City Manager
Telephone: (248) 682-1930

Franklin, Michigan
Police Department, 1999-2002

Pat Browne, Chief of Police

Telephone: (248) 626-9672

Ed Glomb, Former Chief (Currently Chief of
Detroit Metropolitan Airport)

Telephone: (734) 942-5376

Taylor, Michigan
23" District Court, 2003-2005
Fire Station No. 1, 2003-2005

Vicky Bowman, Court Administrator
Telephone: (734) 374-1334

Vince Fedel, Fire Chief

Telephone: (734) 374-1355

Waterford Township, Michigan

Civic Center Master Plan, 2002
Police Headquarters, 2001

Central Fire Headquarters, 2000
Department of Public Works, 2002

Carl Solden, Supervisor

Telephone: (248) 674-6201

Dan McCaw, Chief of Police

Telephone: (248) 674-0351

Archie Spence, Deputy Fire Chief (Ret.)
Telephone: (248) 889-1408

Terry Biederman, Director of Public Works
Telephone: (248) 618-7451

City of Battle Creek, Mi
Regional Fire Authority Study, 1999-2000

Larry Hausman, Fire Chief
Telephone: (269) 966-3519

City of Monroe, Mi

Needs Assessment for New Fire
Headquarters, 2005-2006

Bill Bert, Fire Chief
Telephone: (734) 241-1626, ext. 5

Huron Township, Michigan

Design Consultant, 2005
Greg Van Kirk, PMC, Owner’s Rep

Telephone: (248) 223-3395

City of South Lyon, Ml
Needs Assessment, 2004-2005

Lloyd Collins, Chief

Telephone: (248) 437-1773

City of Utica, Mi
City Hall, Police & Fire Departments, DPW
Needs Assessment, 2005-2006

Mike Reaves, Chief of Police
Telephone: (586) 731-2345
Jacqueline Noonan, Mayor
Telephone: (586) 739-1600

City of Springfield, Mi
Needs Assessment, 2006

Rob Coles, Director of Public Safety
Telephone: (269) 965-7795
Jim Jenkins, City Manager
Telephone: (269) 965-2354

City of Novi, Ml
New Indoor Gun Range, 2007

David Molloy, Chief of Police
Telephone: (248) 347-0505

Tom Lindberg, Deputy Chief of Police
Telephone: (248) 347-0504

S

Redstone Architects, Inc.



Kentwood, Michigan

Civic Center Master Plan, 2001
Justice Center, 2000*

DPW Needs Assessment, 2002-2003
City Hall Needs Assessment, 2001

State Sen. Bill Hardiman, Former Mayor
Telephone: (517) 373-1801

Richard Mattice, Chief of Police
Telephone: (616) 698-6580

William Kelly, Judge, 62-B District Court
Telephone: (616) 554-0717

Ron Woods, P.E., Director of Public Works
Telephone: (616) 554-0824

*with Post Associates Architects

63rd Consolidated District Court,

Kent Co, MI

Needs Assessment and Court Designer
New Consolidated District Court, 2006-
2007+

Al Jano, Kent County Facilities Management
Telephone: (616) 632-7603
Al.jano@kentcounty.org

Mark Post, AIA, Architect of Record
Telephone: (616) 451-3041
markp@postassociates.com

Sara Smolenski, Chief Justice

Telephone: (616) 336-4254

Dona Gillson, Court Administrator

*with Post Associates Architects

Clayton, Missouri

Police Department Needs Assessment,
2007*

Tom Byrne, Chief of Police

Telephone: (314) 290-8401

*with ARCTURIS

Delta Township, Michigan
Sheriff's Substation, 2007

Ken Lane, Assistant Twp. Manager
Telephone: (517) 323-8590

Lt. Jeffrey Warder, Eaton Co. Sheriff’s Dep’t
Telephone: (517) 543-3512

New Baltimore, Ml
Needs Assessment, 2006

John Bolgar, Chief of Police
Telephone: (586) 716-9043

City of Detroit, Ml
Fire Engine Co. No. 5, 1999

Tyrone Scott, Fire Commissioner
Telephone: (313) 596-2901

Other Law Enforcement References:

(Non-Client Chiefs with whom we have a
relationship through the Michigan Associa-
tion of Chiefs of Police, the Southeastern
Michigan Chiefs of Police, and the Oakland
County Chiefs of Police):

Clinton Township, MI.
(Retired) Chief Al Ernst
Telephone: (586) 493-7872

Southgate Police Department,
Deputy Chief Charles Castle
Telephone: (734) 258-3040

Chesterfield Township, formerly of Oak
Park,

Bruce Smith, Chief of Police

Telephone: (586) 949-2112

Plymouth Township, Ml,
Tom Tiderington, Chief of Police
Telephone: (734) 453-3869

0
%

Redstone Architects, Inc.



GREGORY E. PITONIAK CITY COUNC.
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DOUGLAS A. GEISS

Ciry Clerk
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PHONEL: (734) 287-6550 (Menu) o FAX: (734) 374-1343 PAULINE ETTORE
www.cityoftaylor.com JOHN GROVE
CHRISTOPILER KEMP
STAN CYBERT

October 3, 2005

Mr. Daniel Redstone, FAIA, NCARB
President

Redstone Architects, Inc.

29201 Telegraph, Suite 400
Southfield, Ml 48034

Re: 23 District Court and Central Fire Station

Dear Dan:

| want to let you know how thrilied the City of Taylor is with its new Central Fire
Station and 23" District Court Building, both designed by Redstone Architects.
Your role as the architect with the Design-Build team contributed greatly to the
design of efficient buildings that fit well into the City's Master Plan for
development of a “New Urbanism” aesthetic along Goddard Road.

Your design team, led by yourself and Leonardo Fabiilli, AIA, did a great job of
developing a design which provides for a very efficient work flow in both facilities.
Your firm's expertise and professionalism are evident in the outcome. The
design discussions challenged us to think ahead. Your placement of the new
buildings on the Civic Center has created a campus that is inviting to the public,
while at the same time is secure and functional to our employees, Judges, and

Public Safety personnel.

You listened to our need to keep costs within the established budget. Design

discussions led to reductions in the program approved by the users. Your
involvement with the Contractor in the selection of materials and systems helped

keep the project within budget.

Our Fire Chief and our Judges are looking forward to many years of enjoyment
working in their new facilities. Thank you again for all of your efforts.

James Riddle
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G TORER 3, 2005

TO WHOM IT MAYCONCERN,

R ecdstone Archifects Ine, was the principal designers of our new 23
Dhistrict Cowrt Buoilding.

To date, | cannot bepin to tell yvou how many compliments the Judaes
and [ have received about Tow beawiiful the pevw courl building is. They toak
care of planning every detail and ended up with a solid design effort.

| certainly appreciated Lheir iovolvement i determining our needs and
aur ideas apd then incorporating these wdeas inio the design. Thay have

desipning the Mew 23" [Matrict Connt Buildog.
[ would certainly sive Redstone Architeels Ine. high marks for their
clTorts on the new 23™ District Court Building,

o rporated our main congern, the safily of the vourt stall and the public. in

Sincerely,

Rabern Ciolek
Courl Administraior - Magisirate
23" District Courl



POLICE DEPARTMENT

100 N. HARRIS SALINE, MICHIGAN 48176-0040
PHONE: (734) 420-7911  FANX: (734) 429-8307

Paul L. Bunten
Chief of Police

June 15, 2005

Mr. Daniel Redstone
Redstone Architects, Inc.
29201 Telegraph, Suite 400
Southfield, MI 48034

Dear Dan,

We have now been in our City Hall/Police Department building for three years. It can be
difficult during the planning and design of a new building when looking at blue prints
and renderings to imagine how the space that is being proposed will actually work. Iam
pleased to relate that the design you conceived has been very functional for the Police
Department, and has successfully stood the test of time.

Your team of architects made the process very efficient. When questions were asked, or
potential issues were brought up, they were addressed with imagination and creativity
that not ouly gave us a pleasing design, but a very usable space. In my thirty-six years of
government service, this is the first new building I have worked in. Your firm brought us
a design that was within our budget, yet provides space and facility for future growth and

expansion.

[ compliment you and your staff on the competencies you brought to bear on designing a
police department for us. The design process was & pleasant, exciting experience, and in
hindsight I am happy to say, it brought us a very efficient and usable workspace. [
would be happy to highly recommend your firm to any police department seeking an
architectural firm to design a building for their future use.

Jack GCeo

Deptity Chief of Police



Charles T. Craft, Chief of Police
500 West Big Beaver Road

Troy, Michigan 48084
248-524-3443

April 29, 2005

Mr. Charles Higginbotham, Editor
The Police Chief Magazine

515 North Washington Street
Alexandria, Virginia 22314

A new police building needs to provide space that is versatile, creates a professional
working environment for its employees, and is inviting to the public. Our facility has
achieved all of this thanks to the hard work by the Troy Police Department staff and the
architect throughout the planning, design, and construction process.

During the planning phase, our team developed many lofty expectations. Due te budget
constraints, the project needed to be scaled back. The architect urged us to look at
operations — nat from “How have you done business in the past?” — but from the
perspective of “How would you like to operate in the future?" Looking at our operations
going forward enabled us to shake off preconceived notions based on past practices
and old facilities, and led to the adoption of many new ideas offered by the architect.

Photographs cannot convey how much more efficiently and cooperatively our
employees work in their new environment. The workflow throughout the building
encourages interaction between divisions such as patrol and investigations. Previously
these divisions were isolated due to building design. Breakrooms, mailboxes, workout
areas, etc. are strategically located for all to use, resuiting in more interaction.

Our public areas convey a very open and welcoming feeling, and allow citizens to
conduct their business with our Department in a professional setting.

Moot N %T

TROY POLICE DEPARTM
Chief Charles T. Craft

REDSTONE ARCHITECTS, INC.
Daniel Redstone, FAIA, Principal in Charge
Leonard Fabiilli, AlA, Project Manager
Bassam Yaldo, Associate AlA, Project Designer



Waterford Police Department

John B. Dean
Chicf of Police

Charles Jehle
Deputy Chief
Dale LuCroix
Deputy Chief

November 20, 2003

To Whom It May Concern:

This letter is given as a recommendation for Redstone Architects. Working many years
within the limits of an aging school building, the Waterford Police Department looked for
the most beneficial avenue to construct a new facility. After examining the proposals of
many companies, the Township Board, in conjunction with the Police Command officers,
overwhelmingly selected Redstone Architects, Inc.

Next week, the Waterford Police officers and employees will celebrate a two year
anniversary working in our new surroundings. We all appreciate our beautiful home
away from home. The natural light was so strategically placed throughout and the careful
planning of every detail is evident when you tour our building. ‘We have provided tours
to many law enforcement agencies leaving each ene in awe of our fabulous structure.

Safety, comfort, and design were all considered in the formulation of our station.
Redstone Architects has served our department well; they have made our dream become

a reality.
R A
ALB Q
ohn B. Dean
/ / Chief of Police
/ 7 248-618-7533
"
IJBD/agt

5150 Civie Center Drive * Waterford. MI 48329
Phone: (248) 67 1-0331 » Fax: (248) 673-5190 » www.twp.waterford.mi.us/police



It is the mission of the Kentwood Police Depariment (o
assist the community in ensuring the safety, individual
righls. and quality of life of all citizens.

October 28, 2003

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

The members of the Kentwood Police Department and | wish to express our
appreciation to Mr. Daniel Redstone and his staff of Redstone Architects, Inc. of
Southfield, Michigan. They were the principal designers of our new Justice
Center facility, which has housed our Department and the 62B District Court for
more than a year now. This 60,000 square foot facility is living up to its promise
of being the law enforcement facility of the future. We receive numerous
compliments from other law enforcement practitioners who tell us it is the most
well-designed facility for the policing function that they have ever seen.

Mr. Redstone and his staff conducted a space-needs assessment and traffic flow
study. They skillfully prepared a basic schematic plan, putting all the needs and
ideas into a tangible building design. We were very pleased that they clearly
listened to us and accommodated our concerns. This building serves us well
today and will serve the community for many years to come.

(RO0 G Aatt

RICHARD A. MATTICE
Chief of Police

4742 WALMA AVE., S.E., KENTWOOD, MICHIGAN 49512 PHONE(616) 698-6580
An inlernationally accredited taw enforcement agency wwveci.kentwood.mi.us/police

An Equal Opportunity Employer—iiale/Female/Handicapper



Police Department

James Valentine

Chief of Police 111 North Monroe Street

Lowell, Michigan 49331
Phone (616) 897-7123
Fax (616) 837-4074

ctober 5, 2001
To Whom Tt May Concecn.
RE: Deniel Redstone d.b.x. Redstone Architects, Inc.

My agency is in the final planning process for & new building, in conjunction with a remodeling of our
community's city hall. The lead architect sab-contracted the police depanment building desiga to
Daniel Redstone Architects because of the Redstone reputation for public safety building design. After
my first mesting with Daziel Redstone, I immediately understood the lead architect’s rationale for

involving Redstone Architects.

Danje! Redstone has done more than simply design & building. His experiences were very apparent 8s
he helped us during the space needs study by bring forth ideas we would have otherwise overloaked or
would have discoversd after the project was completed. Although aur projest is small (11,000-sq. f.),
Daniel Redstone and his employees worked with the project and with my szaff and me as though we
were designing a project on a mwich larger scale. Daniel and his staff are sincere and committed their
time and energies to our project as if this was the most intportant thing on their plate.

Because of Daniel's extensive experiences with public safety building projects, he has created forusa
very functional, affordable building which is designed no only for taday, but for well into the future.
Daniel's organization of the project planning and design has helped us prevent the unfortunate
oversights that tend to occur when jurisdictions plan such projects themselves.

Daniel Redstone and his associates are very unpretentious in their planning and design. Their first
concern is the customer's needs. Redstone Architects elicit from the customer what they want, thea
based upon extensive design experiences, they createa product, which as stated earlier, is ot justa
building design, but an sttractive, functional building which will be useful not anly today, but 20 years
into the firture. ' :

I have been extremely pleased the lead architect chose Daniel Redstone to design cur police
department. Daniel does not try to force & particular design onto a client. He works with the client 1o
develop what the client envisions for a product. Daniel's friendly, unassuming personality makes it &
pleasure to work with him. Any of the staff at Redstone Architects that I have met also reflect Daniel's

personality and philosophy.

In closing, should you have any questions or wish to further discuss Daniel Redstone and/or Redstone
Architects, Inc., please feel free to contact me at anytime.

Respggctfully

mes 'éalenune

hief of Police



James E. Robertson, Mayor

August 7, 2003

To whom it may concern;

T have been asked to provide some insight into my choice for architectural services
for the City of Crestwood, Missouri Police and Municipal Courts Building. This
project has a life of in excess of 10 years in the making and my demands for quality

design, function and usability are exceptional.

T first met Dan Redstone in Toledo, Ohio during a conference held by the
International Association of Chiefs of Police discussing design of police buildings. I
was immediately struck by his insight into the unique aspects of police building
design; functionality; and presentation. The project in Crestwood would not be an
“off the shelf" design project. Issues such as the use of natural light, melding of
the various functions of service, workflow, public access, and security were and are

of paramount importance to me.

About a year later, I was given the authority to proceed with feasibility analysis to
identify specific needs of the department both today and well into the future. I
contacted Mr. Redstone and inquired if his firm would be interested in bidding on
such a project for the City of Crestwood, Missouri. I will admit to some initial
hesitancy at the idea of inviting a design firm removed from the immediate St.
Louis area, however my very positive memories of both the interactions and design
concepts presented by Redstone Architects caused me to move forward with the

invitation.

Redstone Architects, partnering with a local engineering firm submitted a proposal
that was unanimously selected by a staff panel as far superior to the other 5



comprehensive proposals received for this phase of the project. Once completing
the feasibility study we moved to design, re-bid that portion and again selected
Redstone Architects to design our building. I can say without exception that I have
never questioned the decision to recommend the firm of Redstone Architects.
Working with Mr. Redstone and his staff have made the complex task of building
design nearly painless. The insight brought to such a complex project can only be
accomplished by one so uniquely focused on public safety design. Each question I
have asked has been met with specific information, tangible reasoning, and
unqualified confidence. Each suggestion I have made has been analyzed, discussed,
and either incorporated or adjusted to improve my concept. Mr. Redstone and his
staff have been exclusively available to the Crestwood design team and
exceptionally responsive to our time frames and needs.

Please accept this letter as an unqualified endorsement of my experience with
Redstone Architects. The City of Crestwood is well on the way to a premier police
and municipal courts building. I was asked recently by one of my Aldermen whether
Redstone Architects had achieved my desire for "vision" in design of a police
building. As the record indicates, they've not only met, but exceeded my
expectations. Those who know me appreciate how difficult that is. Please feel free
to call me at (314) 729-4840 to discuss any aspect of my working relationship with

the firm.

Sincerely,

B _

Donald E. Greer

City Administrator / Chief of Police
City of Crestwood, Missouri
dgreer@ci.crestwood.mo.us




s

106 NW FRONT STREET, MILFORD, DE 19963
Office - 302-491-6047 Fax - 302-491-6048

FIRM HISTORY

Delaware Architects, LLC was formed in 2009 by two design professionals, John H. Pep-
per and Martin D. Dusbiber, who have known each other and worked together intermit-
tently since 1982 when they both worked for Diamond/McCune (D/M) an Architectural

Martin formed DIL Consulting Engineers, a surveying and engineering com- §
pany.

and Engineering firm.

In 1981, Martin came to D/M after gaining valuable experience working for
various construction companies in Delaware. John joined D/M in 1982 after
graduating from Louisiana Tech University. In 1983, while working at D/M,

| In 1984, John had the opportunity to join Jackson Architects which was just
getting established. John stayed at Jackson Architects until 1988 when he
i became a registered architect and started his own architectural practice,
Pepper Architects. Later in 1994, Pepper Reinholz Architects, Inc. was
formed when a partner was added to the firm.

In 1987, Martin joined Thompson Architects, Inc. where he was a partner and Vice Presi-
dent until 1988 when he had the opportunity to join the City of Rehoboth Beach as the
Assistant City Manager and City Engineer. Martin and John worked together again when
Pepper Reinholz, Inc. was commissioned to provide architectural design services for sev-
eral projects for the City of Rehoboth Beach. Martin provided project management for the
City and John provided project management for Pepper Reinholz, Inc., solidifying their
professional and personal relationship.

In 1997, Martin left the public sector and joined Design Exchange Architects, Inc. where
he stayed until 2001. In 2001, Martin joined George Miles & Buhr, LLC to establish their
new office in Lewes, Delaware. During the same year, John joined the State of Delaware
as the State Architect working in the Division of Facilities Management. He stayed there
until 2004 when he joined Martin in the Lewes office of GMB.

Realizing that each one had their own unique set of skills, talents, and experience, John
and Martin decided to form Delaware Architects, LLC in 2009. They did so with the ex-
press purpose of providing quality professional design services, not only in Delaware but
the tri-state region. In fact, the company was founded on the idea that “We Build Strong
Client Relations Resulting in Creative and Sustainable Designs”.



FIRM SERVICES AND
PROJECT EXPERIENCE

We Build Strong Client Relations Resulting

Office - 302-491-6047 Fax - 302-491-6048 In Creative And Sustainable Designs
Pre-Design ’I" ASSEMBLY
- A
Services :

Programming

Site Feasibility Studies

Site Analysis Evaluation Studies
Building Assessments

Building Feasibility Studies
Meeting with Governing Agencies
Project Budgeting

Concept Design

Traditional
Architectural Services
Schematic Design

Design Development
Construction Documents
Bidding and Negotiations
Construction Administration

Specialty

Services

Space Planning

2D Color Renderings

3D Color Renderings

Virtual Building Walk-through
Digital Building Documentation
Building Information Modeling (BIM)
Fund Raising Support

Project Experience
Assembly
Cemeteries
Public
Commercial
Hospitality
Education
Master Planning
Medical
Multi-Family
Residential
Religious
Industrial

EDUCATION
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106 NW FRONT STREET, MILFORD, DE 19963
Office - 302491-6047 Fax - 302-491-6048

Delaware Architects, LLC believes in a sys-
tematic approach to all of our design projects.
This approach is divided into five basic
phases. These phases include Pre-Design,
Schematic Design, Design Development,
Construction Documents and Construction
Administration. These phases are described
as follows;

Pre-Design Services
Programming

Site Feasibility Studies

Site Analysis - Evaluation Studies
Building Assessments

Building Feasibility Studies
Meeting with Governing Agencies
Project Budgeting

Concept Design

Schematic Design Services
Project Scheduling

Program Refinement

Master — Site Planning
Schematic Plans and Elevations
Project Renderings
Pre-Construction Services
Project Presentations
Consultants Schematic Design
Schematic Review With Governing Agencies
Client Meetings and Review

PROJECT APPROACH

Design Development Services
Program Refinement

Design Development Plans and Elevations

FF&E Design
Design Coordination with Consultants

Building Materials Selection
Refined Pre-Construction Services
Outline Specifications

Client Meetings and Review

Construction Document Services
Final Drawings and Elevations
Final Project Specifications

Final Architectural Project Review
Final Consultant Project Review
Permit Review Submission

Final Pre-Construction services

Contract Administration Services
Project Bidding

Project Contracting

Finish and Color Selection
Submittal Review

Payment Application Review
Change Order Review

Project Inspection

As-Built Documentation

Project Closeout
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06 NW FRONT STREET. MILFORD, DE 19963 POLICE STATION PROJECTS

Office - 302-491-6047 Fax - 302-491-6048 MILFORD, DELAWARE

TOWN OF OCEAN VIEW
New city hall and police station

CITY OF REHOBOTH
Various renovation projects

TOWN OF GREENWOOD
Renovations to town hall and police station

CITY OF LEWES
New city hall and renovations to police station

SOUTH BETHANY
New town hall and police station

DELAWARE DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
New maintenance facility



MILFORD PROJECTS
MILFORD, DELAWARE

106 NW FRONT STREET MILFORD DE 19963

Office - 302-491-8047 Fax - 302-491-6048

MILFORD
SENIOR CENTER

SECOND
STREET PLAYERS

ATLANTIC SURGICAL
WINDSOR HOTEL

DR. EDMONDSON

MILFORD CITY HALL
MILFORD LIBRARY

MILFORD ELEMENTARY
CARLISLE FIRE DEPARTMENT
RESIDENTIAL PROJECTS

IG BURTONS BMW



MILFORD UPPER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

i " MILFORD SCHOOL DISTRICT
106 NW FRONT STREET, MILFORD, DE 19963 MILFORD, DELAWARE

Office - 302-491-6047 Fax - 302-491-6048

The project is currently in the construction phase and con-
sists of the design of a 78,000 s.f., two-story elementary
school located adjacent to the existing Lulu Ross Elemen-
tary school in Milford, Delaware. The new facility is de-
signed for 32 classrooms to educate 700 students, grades
3-6. In addition to the integration of the new school build-
ing, the up-grade and re-design of the existing site ingress
and egress for both the new and existing schools was re-
quired including new parent and bus loops as well as site
utilities. The design includes extensive sustainable de-
sign features including geothermal HVAC and a 100KW
solar system. 2011. Total cost of construction including
FF&E is $21,000,000. This project is currently under con-
struction and is slated to be completed in May of 2011.

* This project was completed by the DALLC architectural staff while working at GMB



MILFORD PUBLIC LIBRARY

" 2 31 i 3 r . (. o L BT LAy A 2 ik 1 1 S' E. FRONT STREET
106 NW FRONT STREET, MILFORD, DE 19963
Office - 302-491-6047 Fax - 302-491-6048 MILFORD, DELAWARE
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The Milford Public Library determined there was a strong need for an expansion in order
to provide a larger facility for the community. DALLC worked with the building committee
to design various additions to the main building totaling 9,800 square feet. The additions
almost double the size of the existing facility. In addition, DALLC helped determine appro-
priate renovations to upgrade the existing space. DALLC was challenged in fitting the new
additions onto a very limited size site, creating innovative additions which were seamless
to the existing facility and finally, incorporating the existing building design.

A new children’s library was added with a separate and secure area on the ground floor,
with its own book check-out, bathrooms, administrative offices, computer center, craft area
and a recessed story area. New public meeting spaces were created to be accessed by
the public without having to obtain access through the main library. The main entrance
was re-designed to better facilitate the general public and the handicapped. Other design
features include a new and larger computer center, an expanded general library area, new
administrative office space, a book repair area, new personal reference and study areas, a
new reference room, an expanded lobby area and additional meeting spaces. Due to the
creative design, the stack space in the main library has been increased by 75% and the
computer center was doubled in size. The total project size is 21,800 sq. ft. with a total
contracted cost of $3,000,000.00. The library is currently under construction and is slated

to be complete in the fall of this year.

* This project was completed by the DALLC architectural staff while working at GMB



% SEAFORD CITY HALL
414 HIGH STREET
Office - 302-491-6047 Fax - 302-491-6048 SEAFORD, DELAWARE

Seaford’'s former City Hall, located on King Street in Seaford, Delaware, and built in
1960, was extremely outdated and inadequate in providing the functions the City
currently required. Lack of office and storage space, as well as mechanical and electrical issues, were
a few of the main concerns.

The City of Seaford teamed with GMB to design and construct a new 7,500 square foot municipal office
building on the corner of High and Market Streets. The project was completed in the fall of 2003 at a
construction cost of $1,386,000. The purpose of the new building was to provide the City with a larger,
more efficient facility to house Council Chambers and various administrative offices.

In order to accommodate site and budget constraints, GMB worked closely with City employees to fi-
nalize the design of the building. A building committee was formed and produced a conceptual layout
for the new city hall. GMB was able to modify this design to effectively position the building on the site
and to enhance the architectural appeal of the building. This team effort allowed GMB to take the com-

mittee’s ideas and make them work.

Modifications were made to the originally proposed facade, in order to integrate architectural elements
from the downtown area into the design. For instance, the arches on each window were added specifi-

cally to match other buildings on High Street.

GMB was challenged by various issues, such as expanding the size of the building, orienting the build-
ing at a 45 degree angle, accommodating the drive thru traffic flow, matching the downtown street-

scape, and working within the City’s budget.

In addition to working through these challenges, GMB was able to implement other ideas into the de-
sign. A full basement was constructed to give the building more storage, and a raised flower bed was
added to the landscape to offer outdoor seating. Inside, the lobby area was designed to make a state-
ment, with an innovative vaulted ceiling, intricate molding, and accessibility from the front and back en-

trances.

* This project was completed by the DALLC architectural staff while working at GMB



LEWES CITY HALL RENOVATIONS &

106 NW FRONT STREET, MILFORD, DE 19963 APDI-”ONS
Office - 302-491-6047 Fax - 302-491-6048 City of Lewes, Delaware

FRANKLIN AVENUE ENTRANCE ELEVATION

The City of Lewes City Hall expansion project includes a
4,525 square foot single story addition to be utilized by
the City offices. This area includes a new council cham-
ber and executive offices. A 4,700 square foot two-story
addition is slated for use by the board of Public Works.
This area includes a bill-paying counter, executive offices
and a new conference area. Total building area is 17,500
sq. ft.

The combined project included a full building assessment
study of the existing facility. This study assessed current
and future needs of the City of Lewes including project
budgeting.

Project was completed in the spring of 2009 at a construc-
tion cost of $2,200,000.

* This project was completed by the DALLC architectural staff while werking at GMB
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The Dagsboro Volunteer Fire Station is a
new 32,600 sq. ft. single story facility
located in Dagsboro, Delaware. The fire
station includes 12 engine bays including
two for a full time EMS crew. The station

also includes a 4,800 sq. ft. administration -

wing, 3,200 sq. ft. EMS Center, 14,000
sq. ft. of engine bays and a 5,000 sq. ft.
multi-purpose room complete with a com-
mercial kitchen. The station includes sus-
tainable design including geothermal
HVAC and a radiant floor system in the

106 NW FRONT STREET, MILFORD., DE 19963
Office - 302-491-6047 Fax - 302-491-6048

= DAGSBORO VOLUNTEER FIRE COMPANY

DAGSBORO, DELAWARE

engine bays. The building design also includes multiple areas of storage
and various meeting rooms. The project is currently under design and is
scheduled to begin construction in January of 2011. Total estimated cost
is $5,200,000.00. Total construction time is estimated to be 2 years.



ek e ¥ ELLENDALE VOLUNTEER FIRE COMPANY
".-!106 NW FRONT STREET, MILF&)R.D. _DIE 19963 ELLENDALE, DELAWARE
Office - 302-491-6047 Fax - 302-491-6048

The Ellendale Volunteer Fire Department project includes a totally new sub station located on
Old State Road in Lincoln Delaware. The new 9,000 sq. ft. fire station is a single story facility
and includes a eight door 80'x100’ engine bay. Also included is a new 24'x40’ multipurpose
room with bathrooms and storage. The new facility is also planned to have a EMS facility in-
cluding bunk rooms, bathrooms and storage.

The renderings indicated above are concept plans and are in the process of being refined and
changed. The Fire Company has purchased the property on Old State Rd. in Lincoln, Dela-
ware and is currently working on the re-zoning process.

Project programming and preliminary designs have just begun and the project is slated to be
completed by 2012.

Total building area 9,00 sq. ft. Total estimated cost $1.2m
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4 MID SUSSEX RESCUE SQUAD
' MILLSBORO, DELAWARE

106 NW FRONT STREE

Office - 302-491-6047 Fax - 302-491-6048

The Mid Sussex Rescue Squad project is a new EMS facility located on Old Mission Rd. in
Millsboro Delaware. The facility is a two story 12,000 sq. ft. building including a four door
48'x58’ ambulance bay, radio room, men’s and women'’s bunk rooms bathrooms, crew room,
offices and storage. Also included is a 2,800 sq. ft. training room complete with a full com-

mercial kitchen.

The building is an all masonry constructed facility with split face block and a trussed roof. The
facility includes an elevator to the second floor so the training room can be used by the local

community for events and by the Rescue Squad for fund raisers.

Total Building area 12,000 sq. ft. Total constructed cost $1.5m
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106 NW FRONT STREETMILFORD DE19 963
Office - 302-491-6047 Fax - 3024916048 REHOBOTH BEACH, DELAWARE

The Rehoboth Beach Volunteer Fire Department project includes a totally new sub station to
replace the current facility on route 1 in Rehoboth Beach Delaware. The new 26,600 sq. ft.
fire station is three stories in height and includes a six door 60'x100’ engine bay. Also in-
cluded are new administration offices, members room, training rooms, meeting rooms, bath-
rooms and storage. A complete EMS facility is also part of the design including men’s and
woman’s bunk rooms, bathrooms, offices and storage.

Project programming and preliminary designs have been completed and the project is cur-
rently in the fundraising phase.

Total building area 26,600 sq. ft. Total estimated cost $4.2m
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The Gumboro Volunteer Fire Company project in Gumboro Delaware, includes a 120'x100’
10,000 sq. ft. ten door engine bay addition to the existing fire station. The project also in-
cludes major renovations to the existing fire station including a new kitchen, banquet facility,
administration offices, bathrooms, members areas and storage. In addition, a complete EMS
facility was designed including men’s and women’s bunk rooms, radio room, offices, day
room, bathrooms two EMS ambulance bays and storage. The entire exterior of the facility
has been re-designed to upgrade its appearance. In addition to this project, a 40’x60" 2 bay
addition to their maintenance building is included along with various site improvements.

Project programming and preliminary designs have been completed and the project is cur-
rently in the fundraising phase.

Total building area 22,000 sq. ft. Total estimated cost $2.5m
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Office - 302-491-8047 Fax - 302-491-6048 PUBL'C WORKS EXPER'ENCE

New City Hall Preliminary Design & CD, Lewes, DE

City Hall Renovations, Lewes, DE

Indian River Fire Department, Millsboro, DE

New City Hall, Seaford, DE

Delaware Veteran Memorial Cemetery — 53 Acre Site Master Plan - Millsboro, DE
Delaware Veteran Memorial Cemetery — Columbarium & Vault Field Expansion, Millsboro, DE
Delaware Veteran Memorial Cemetery— Columbarium Wall Repairs, Millsboro, DE
Delaware Veteran Memorial Cemetery — Public Toilet Facility, Bear, DE

Delaware Veteran Memorial Cemetery — Administrative Building Addition, Bear, DE
Delaware Veteran Memorial Cemetery — Columbarium & Vault Field Expansion, Bear, DE
Delaware Veteran Memorial Cemetery — Maintenance Garage Addition, Bear, DE
Murphey House Renovations — Chancellery Court Judge Chambers, Dover, DE

Law Library — Kent Administrative Building, Dover, DE

Delaware Department of Corrections — Maintenance Facility, Smyrna, DE

Grove Park Comfort Stations, Rehoboth Beach, DE
Rehoboth Beach Convention Center — Phase | Renovations and Additions, Rehoboth Beach, DE

Rehoboth Beach Convention Center — Phase || Renovations and Additions, Rehoboth Beach, DE
Rehoboth Beach Convention Center — Phase Ill Renovations and Additions, Rehoboth Beach, DE
Rehoboth Beach Convention Center — Phase IV Renovations and Additions, Rehoboth Beach, DE
Rehoboth Beach Meter Department — Renovations and Additions, Rehoboth Beach, DE

Rehoboth Beach Convention Center — Re-roofing, Rehoboth Beach, DE

Rehoboth Beach Convention Center — Window Replacement, Rehoboth Beach, DE

Rehoboth Beach Public Works Department — Master Planning, Rehoboth Beach, DE

= Additional information will be provided for the above projects upon request.
** Some of the above projects were completed by our employees while employed at other firms.
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Police Stations

POLICE STATIONS
I'LANNING CONTEXT

J'erhaps no item of police equipment or property has the potential for
jroviding or denying optimal utilization of command and supportive
ictvices personnel in any greater degree than the police headquarters
[wilding itself (Fig. 1). In the early 1900s the automobile reduced the
need for large numbers of officers to provide on-street police service
or for emergency standby purposes, but no such dramatic invention
lins reduced the non-line personnel requirements of a police agency.
Indeed, the complexities of staff and auxiliary services and the uti-
lization of sophisticated automated data processing equipment and
nystems, the growth of planning and research activities, the increase
In training requirements—all emphasize the need for sound planning
ol police facilities if both space and personnel are to be used effec-
lively and economically.

When an old building is recognized as inadequate several alternative
responses to the problem may be identified:

+ Doing nothing about the building or its floor plan and employing
additional personnel in numbers sufficient to overcome the oper-
ational handicaps of the existing facility;

+ Reducing service to the public and to the line or field elements of
the department whenever the physical and functional relation-
ships of people and their work are such that they require more
time and/or personnel than is presently available;

+ Researching the departmental and public needs and redesigning
and modifying those portions of the structure which present oper-
ational or administrative problems; or

» Designing and constructing a new facility.

Whenever a new building or a major restructuring of an old one is
under consideration, the key decision to be made does not concern
building design at all; it is analysis and appraisal of departmental
programs and organization. All too often a building is designed to
fit an antiquated, unrealistic agency structure. Thus a review of
department organization should be made, accompanied by neces-
sary changes, before a new building design or modification of an
old one is attempted.

In some situations, the handicap of a poorly arranged building may
be overcome by minimal reconstruction or relocation of offices and
work areas, though this approach may not always be used to great
advantage in cases where unusual problems exist. It is generally
unwise, however, to attempt to redesign the police station in an exist-
ing structure. Experience has shown that such moves may eventually
cost more than new construction, and the results are seldom satisfac-
tory. The most economical approach, if viewed from a 20- to 40-year
vantage point, probably will be in the design and construction of a
new facility. This is true because the expenses of reconstruction are
essentially a one-time cost, but the personnel costs of employees
whose work performance is limited or wasted through poor building
design continue year after year. Moreover, delaying new buildings
when the need is apparent can be costly because of rising construc-

tion costs.

If only one unnecessary 24-hour per day position is saved or elimi-
nated by such a move, the annual salary savings amounts to approxi-
mately five times the cost of one person’s salary and fringe benefits.
Unnecessary recurring personnel expenditures are a major considera-
tion in building design. The luxury of poor working quarters is beyond
the reach of most police departments in the United States. Given an
already undermanned field force, the additional cost burden for per-
sonal services occasioned by poor building design is a major consid-
eration. Fortunately, there is a developing awareness of the impact of
poor design on police efficiency and costs for personal services.

DESIGN OF A POLICE STATION

In designing modifications of an existing structure, or when a new
police facility is designed, many factors should be considered. These
involve functional relationships, economy of space, public conven-
ience, security, etc.

Functional Relationships

Offices and work areas of elements performing essentially the same
tasks should be grouped so as to achieve maximum use of physical
facilities, thereby avoiding duplication of equipment or furnishings.
For example, the work of records and communication units are so
interrelated and mutually supportive that space arrangements should

Reviewer: Schoenhardt Architects, Inc.

Credits: Municipal Police Administration, International City Management Association, Washington, D.C.
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assure direct access from one to the other. Further, temporary reassign-
ments of personnel could easily be made between the integrated ele-
ments as work loads vary between the two. Administrative line officers
should be grouped closely. Booking, identification, and detention
operations must be so related that time and travel distance are short-
ened to conserve personnel resources and to avoid security problems.

Public Considerations

Public access (Fig. 2) should not conflict with prisoner passageways
or areas; this will avoid exposure of prisoners to the public and will
eliminate the possibility of harm to either. The public, of course, must
be restricted in its movement within designated areas of the building.
Avoidance of prisoners’ public contact eliminates the possibility of
embarrassment, particularly to women and children, and criticism
of the agency and its procedures. Also eliminated is the possibility of
passing weapons to prisoners and escape efforts.

Public counters or business windows should be within reasonable
distance of the building entrance to avoid public confusion and to
limit the public’s need to move about the police buildings. The pub-
lic information and complaint desk should be adjacent to the com-
munications or dispatch area. This is particularly important in the
smaller departments. Equally important is provision of a single com-
plaint counter or center; this avoids duplication of services or permits
better administrative control and convenience. Public telephones for
the use of attorneys, bonds persons, visitors, and the public should be
located away from the main counter to avoid confusion and disrup-
tion of ongoing police services.

General Design Considerations

Building design should make possible the use of only one floor, or a
section of one floor, during those hours when the administrative offices

e e i ATy, L

Fig. 2. Entrance, Police Services Building, Branford, Con-
necticut

Time-Saver Standards for Building Types

are closed. This concept has full applicability to both small and large
agencies. Such design tends to keep operating costs low and improve
general security. Whenever possible, walls for offices, rooms, and
assembly areas should be of modular construction which permits
expansion and flexibility of operation. Metal and glass partitions, and
even file cabinet dividers should be used for functional allocation of
space whenever privacy is not a major consideration; open space
should predominate. Lighting, decor, and acoustical treatment should
be planned carefully to increase comfort and efficiency of personnel.

Adequate parking facilities should be provided, including space for
vehicles belonging to all agencies using the building, on-duty per-
sonnel, and clients and visitors, plus reasonable space for emergency
needs. A distinction should be made between official and public
needs. Location of parking space should provide for close access to
the building by kinds of use.

Communications, Records, and Evidence

The communications operation, including computers, radio consoles,
monitoring units, alarm systems, and telephones, should be housed in
an air-conditioned, acoustically treated room. The room should be
designed to assure privacy and security; only police personnel on duty
in communications and records and certain other authorized person-
nel should have access to it. In addition, the communications center
should be on a raised, paneled floor to allow for adequate conduits and
wiring and to provide flexibility when rearrangement is necessary.

Design of the records facility should provide for utilization of under-
the-counter files in appropriate locations. In addition, vertical shelf
files should be used whenever practicable to reduce storage space;
closed shelf files provide all the features of standard file cabinets but
require less room. As suggested earlier, file cabinets of five or more
drawers can be used effectively as space dividers which provide for a
measure of privacy. Acoustical treatment, false floors, and air condi-
tioning are essential in the design of space for electronic data pro-
cessing equipment.

Provision for the safekeeping of evidence and recovered property
should be made within the services offices and should be separate
from those facilities used for prisoners’ property.

Detention and Related Facilities

All prisoner facilities should be located near the services element to
enable personnel to perform booking and turnkey duties whenever
possible, thus minimizing the need for jail-keeping staff. Provisions
should be established whereby prisoners may be held in separate
security areas prior to being booked. This will prevent prisoners not
yet booked from disposing of possible evidence in their possession or
from passing dangerous weapons through cells to prisoners already
in custody.

The outside entrance to the jail and detention facilities should open to
a drive-in garage. Police vehicles should be able to drive into the inte-
rior of the police building, with the outer garage door opened and
closed remotely from within the area, and still remain outside the
main detention and booking area. A second door which separates the
unloading area from passage to the jail, also electrically controlled
from within, should be provided. Means of providing security for the
transportation of prisoners or material witnesses to court from the
detention areas should be planned carefully, and conflicts with routes
of nonpolice traffic within the building avoided.
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Police Stations

Vislors’ and attorneys’ rooms must maintain all but audible and visual
ig|irution between prisoner and visitor.

A separate, secure storage area for prisoners’ personal property should
Ie provided within the booking area, preferably under a counter. It
dinuld contain enough cubicles to allow each to be numbered to cor-
isipond to the cells and bunks within each cell. For example, the first
énpartment logically would be 1-A, meaning Cell Number 1, Bunk
A, [t would contain property only if a prisoner were occupying that
¢éll and bunk. This procedure would permit booking or detention per-
stinnel to immediately return property to a prisoner as he is released,
avlding unfortunate loss or destruction of property which has been
ifsluid or forgotten at the time of his release.

Ulosed-circuit television may be installed at various vantage points
wlihin the security areas for protection of police and detention per-
sonnel and for observation of prisoners, if direct observation of pris-
iers cannot be accomplished because of jail location or design
wilthout additional station personnel. A special cordless or cell phone
alould be provided for prisoner use and located in a secure and pri-
vile area within the detention facility. A gun reception and storage

ijen should also be provided near the jail entrance where police offi-

gers may turn in their weapons to the officer in charge before enter-
lig the detention areas.

Itrovisions for Multiple Use

{}ien classrooms, assembly, and other rooms may be designed to
firm a complex of interrelated multipurpose areas, giving sufficient
llexibility to allow use for roll call, training classes, police commu-
nlly relations meetings, public hearings, scout troop meetings, and
atler purposes. A little foresight in the design of this section of the
finllling can save a considerable amount of wasted space that is used
unly sporadically. Coupled with careful planning of class or meeting
sthedules, the same space can often be used for almost the entire day.

Service Facilities

Il Is important to the progressive police administrator that staffing
rjuirements of the department’s administrative and service ele-
iilents be kept at the lowest level, consistent with continued high-
ijiulity service to other elements within the department and to the
(uihlic. This is possible only when the design and physical layout of
the police facility are responsive to this need.

Important in the design of any building is the location of the records
and identification files and the communications center. These are
intlmately related in function and purpose. If possible, the commu-
wientions center and the records office should be located back-to-
lmek, with facilities provided to allow for the direct exchange of
information during those hours when clerks are on duty in the
iecords office. In those departments where records clerks normally
div not on duty around the clock, direct access to current records
nust be provided for the communications personnel; otherwise the
inck of immediate availability of previously gathered information
wlll handicap field forces.

[he property room should also be located in or near the records cen-
ter nnd close to the public information counter or desk. The commu-
plentions center should be a room of sufficient size to provide an
wlequate number of dispatchers’ positions, status boards, a supervi-
sir's monitoring and backup position (perhaps only a desk initially,
laler to be replaced by a complete radio console), and communica-

tions equipment. The records staff should be trained so that its per-
sonnel can provide additional personnel in the communications cen-
ter during periods of maximum dispatching need. Unless appropriate
physical facilities are provided to allow mutual assistance, additional
personnel must be assigned to the communications section to allow it
to handle overloads as well.

Provisions for rest rooms, filing cabinets, and space for additional
personnel during peak work periods should be provided near the
communications center. It is axiomatic that the greater the distance to
these areas, the greater the cost to the department.

Administrative and Investigative Offices

The location of offices for the chief of police, division command
offices, and the working offices and areas for criminal investigators,
vice officers, youth officers, and administrative and staff support per-
sonnel, while not perhaps as critical as that of the records and com-
munications center, has far-reaching operational and public relations
implications.

Depending upon the size of the department, the chief of police and
top-level command officers should have some freedom of movement
and privacy. Some chiefs find it nearly impossible to function effec-
tively while in their offices because of constant interruption by visi-
tors who should normally be assisted by desk officers or other
personnel. Frequently a visitor will demand to see the chief, rather
than the proper officer or employee, simply because of inadequate
provision for privacy. Too few persons see this as a design or office
layout problem, insisting that “with proper control the interruptions
will be kept at a minimum.” The chief of a small or medium-sized
department will soon find that a view into his or her office, with no
one else in the room, indicates to many citizens that he or she should
be available to talk to anyone. Therefore, certain offices should not
be located immediately adjacent to the main public entrance unless
some screening or physical separation is provided which allows pri-
vacy and freedom of movement to and from the offices.

For the same reasons, offices of the youth unit, the vice unit, and the
intelligence unit should be located away from the normal public traf-
fic flow areas. However, they should be relatively close to the police
officers’ entrance to the records area. Often the desired degree of iso-
lation can be provided by rear entrances or alternate routes of exit.
Informants, victims of potentially embarrassing crimes, parents of
youths apprehended for offenses, and cooperating officers from other
agencies generally do not wish to expose themselves to persons in the
building for fear of recognition, injury, or other reasons. The feeling
that the department is concerned with their privacy or their personal
safety frequently assists investigators in persuading citizens to coop-
erate in investigations in which they would normally maintain
silence. Further, the damage caused by the unexpected exposure of a
witness, informant, criminal partner, or an otherwise unknown offi-
cer to a suspect who happened to be in the station for some other rea-
son is often irreparable.

The layout of investigators’ work areas should be kept simple and
free of the honeycomb or cubbyhole design found in many stations.
Private offices should be provided only for the commander of the unit
in small and medium-sized departments and only for the top-level
subordinate commanders in the larger agencies. Investigators should
have individual lockers for clothing and equipment required for nor-
mal work, with nominal filing cabinet space for paperwork associ-
ated with current cases.

Time-Saver Standards for Building Types
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Good investigators can seldom justify a private desk and file cabi-
nets, for most of their work will be in the field, in the preparation of
reports, and in attendance at court, inquests, and hearings. Many
agencies utilize a series of tables or desks for the investigators’ use
while reading records, taking notes, or dictating reports, thus mini-
mizing the need for furniture and space. In such situations, a number
of semiprivate interview areas are sometimes provided for question-
ing witnesses, informants, and other persons. However, responsibil-
ity for providing interview facilities for prisoners remains with the
auxiliary services element so that prisoners need not be removed
from within the security area. The same precautions apply for line-
up or show-up rooms, and they should not be placed in the inves-
tigative office areas.

The offices of division commanders need not be removed from the
general area of their subordinates’ work areas, but patrol and traffic
personnel assembly and roll-call rooms may be multipurpose facili-
ties some distance from the division offices. Whenever possible, the
highest ranking commanders’ offices should be close to the chief’s
office and the conference room.

Other administrative offices such as those used by training personnel,
planning, and internal affairs personnel also should be located in the
same area so that the command staff will be close to these support
units. These working areas also should be predominantly open space
with a minimum of private offices or rooms. Modular wall dividers
and desk or filing cabinet separators are sufficient to divide space
among several major elements performing similar or related work.

Vehicle Storage

One major consideration involves the location, design, and use of the
police garage. Generally speaking, no attempt should be made to
combine the auto maintenance or storage garage with a prisoner
unloading area except in smaller departments. The garage and pris-
oner entrance may use the some door, but there should be a secure
“tunnel” or section set aside which would allow the vehicle carrying
prisoners to be completely isolated inside the security area after the
door is closed. Sufficient space must be allowed so that several pris-
oners may be taken from the prisoner van without endangering the
officers involved. Preferably, this area should not be visible from
within the remainder of the garage.

Vehicle storage facilities located inside the garage should provide
enough space to house most vehicles not in use, especially in areas
where the weather is severe. The garage entrance should not open
directly onto a public street or a heavily used alley unless sufficient
space is provided so that police vehicles need not be backed out into
oncoming traffic. If also used for maintenance and repair of depart-
mental vehicles, the garage should be provided with additional space
for a small office, parts and storage, and the actual repair and main-
tenance area. If possible, the garage should not occupy prime first-
floor space, especially in larger communities where the police
building is situated in the congested downtown area.

Firearms Facilities

A final matter of building design involves the departments’ firearms
program, A department often will need an indoor as well as an outdoor
target range, but careful planning minimizes the space required. If
properly designed and constructed, the range may sometimes be com-
bined with other training facilities, especially in smaller agencies
where the shooting program does not require full-time use of the area.

Time-Saver Standards for Building Types

POLICE STATIONS

Police stations represent one of the necessary governmental func-
tions requiring careful planning. One of the most serious administra-
tive problems confronting most police forces is lack of adequate or
proper space and facilities for a police headquarters and jail.

There are two main objectives to be considered in the construction of
the police department building: first, the handling and processing of
the prisoners; second, the service to the public. The arrangement
should be such that prisoners may be handled within the police
department itself, without allowing those prisoners to be in contact
with the public generally.

PLANS DEVELOPED FOR THIS SECTION

The plans shown (Figs. 4 to 6) represent the results of the field survey
and study by the police chiefs’ advisory committee and subcommit-
tees. Particular attention was given to room sizes and the arrangement
in the plan of these various spaces in relation to one another, so as to
ensure safe flow of traffic within the building by the public and secu-
rity control of the prisoners by the police force without unnecessary
duplication of staff.

The ideas reflected are based on past experiences with similar police
stations now in use, and the explanation which follows each plan
directs attention to some of the important elements suggested for
inclusion in new structures.

SITE REQUIREMENTS

General

Police stations should be planned as if they are to be in a separate
location from other structures. If analysis of site locations for a police
station permits other structures housing other city functions (such as
city hall or fire station) to be erected on the same site without inter-
fering with the proper discharge of functions, then one central site

can be chosen.

The jail section of a building should be above the ground and set back
far enough from the property line to prevent contact between prisoners
and persons outside of the building. Jail quarters should be accessible to
a loading space at, or within, the building for the transportation of pris-
oners. It should be located where the vehicular traffic is not too heavy.

Off-street parking (Fig. 3), space for expansion, light and air on all
sides, and separate entrances must be provided whenever possible.

Small Cities and Towns

It has been found in small, compactly built cities and towns that one
location will serve all city departments under one roof. When the city
or town area extends only a few blocks in any direction, access to
arterial streets is readily possible. Such a central site, however,
should be so laid out that it gives an opportunity for the public to

Author: Joshua H. Vogel, ATA

Reviewer: Schoenhardt Architects, Inc.

Credits: Police Stations, Planning and Specifications, Bureau of Gov-
ernmental Research and Services, University of Washington, Seattle,

‘Washington.
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Police Stations

Fig. 3. Off-street parking, Police Services Building, Branford, Connecticut

diter the administration rooms from one street, the fire department
finn another side street, and the police department from a third side

it from the rear.

lit ]l Lhese cases, the location in relationship to the various land uses,
ilie street pattern, and size of the site itself makes it possible that this
gentral site can have all the governmental units in one location and still
jiieel ull the site requirements of the individual functions separately.

({[iNERAL DESIGN INFORMATION

ilorizontal Plan

A building with the least number of floors is more economical to
sljervise because less personnel is required to supervise it. While a
lnillding of several floors may cost less in construction and be a sav-
[ in site costs, the extra outlay for administrative personnel, year
iller year, will never cease; in time it may be far greater than the
iullitional cost of the desirable horizontal plan.

('onstruction Building Code

Tlie building should be fire resistant, properly lighted, heated, and
vintilated. The plans should be arranged to prevent smoke and hot
gises, from cooking or heating units, from passing through the build-

ing at any time.

filie safety devices such as standpipes, fire hose, extinguishers, and
iilnrms should be amply provided.

I'the building is of two stories or more, two or more enclosed stair-
wiys should be provided according to building regulations for fire

Inzacds.
Fucilities

Windows adjacent to jail quarters should have steel bars or steel
delention sash with screening devices and be inaccessible to prison-

ers. All parts of detention quarters should be separated from exterior
walls by a mesh partition, parallel to outside walls and 3 feet inside
them, to prevent passing of contraband, exhibitionism, and to give

passage for supervising personnel.

A safe storage place should be provided for cash and valuable arti-
cles.

Firearms, weapons, and medicines should be stored in strong, securely
locked cabinets inaccessible to prisoners; they should be kept in loca-
tions removed from jail quarters and corridors.

All fire hazards should be guarded against. Avoid exposed electrical
installations, wood partitions, straw ticks, paper, rags, and other com-
bustible materials. Fire hose in locked cabinets should be easily
accessible for inspection, for jail personnel to have for drilling, and
for use in event of fire or emergency.

Telephone and radio service should include equipment for fire calls
and auxiliary fire alarm as well as provision for right-of-way calls,
conference calls, watch calls from stations of duty, and supervisory

calls.

The location of a detective division will depend upon the workload
involved and the number of detectives employed. There should be a
main detective office large enough to permit all detectives to get
together for briefing and instructions. In addition, there should be
small rooms located adjacent to the main detective office, which can
be used for interrogation purposes. These need not be elaborate and
require only a desk and two or three chairs.

In case a show-up room is desired, it should be located in such a man-
ner as to permit the shuttling back and forth of prisoners from the
confinement quarters to the show-up room without coming into con-

tact with the public.

A visiting room should be provided so as to promote informal inter-
views under adequate supervision. This visitors’ room can serve for
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visitors for the prisoners or as a conference room between an attor-
ney and a prisoner. It should be so located that the prisoners’
entrance is on the jail side and the visitors’ and attorneys’ entrance
is from the public side. A separation between prisoners and visitors
inside the room should be provided by at least a fine meshed dou-
ble screening or heavy plate glass windows. Another type of sepa-
ration is the use of a table at least 3 feet wide with a partition
extending to the floor and the partition above the table running to
the ceiling so that it is impossible to pass even the smallest item of
contraband.

A separate interview room should be provided for the use of attorneys,
probation officers, and social welfare workers. This same room, if
properly located, can also serve as an examination room for the med-
ical officer. For medical facilities, a locked steel cabinet for the med-
ical equipment can be placed on the wall in one of the examination
rooms.

When the jail averages more than 15 prisoners a day, a properly
equipped kitchen has been found advisable. There should be a refrig-
erator room and locked storage closet. The kitchen should be
equipped with a stove for top and oven cooking. If it is a two-story
building, one kitchen only on the first floor is recommended and
dumbwaiters may be used, with a pantry on the second floor. In cases
where the food is brought from the outside and not cooked on the
premises, the kitchen or pantry should at least have modern steriliz-
ing dishwashing equipment.

A laundry should be included in the jail, with modemn-type equip-
ment and a sterilizer for clothing and bedding.

A janitor’s stop sink should be placed in an open space large enough
so that mops and cleaning gear can be hung on racks exposed to sun
and air. This janitor’s room should be well ventilated and inaccessi-
ble to prisoners.

Male and female prisoners must be kept separate. Other segregations
are necessary, such as separations of juveniles, sentenced from
unsentenced prisoners, those with crime records and disciplinary
cases separated from more serious perpetrators. Prisoners with med-
ical problems must be isolated. Plans should provide close and read-
ily maintained supervision of the jail sections housing intoxicated
prisoners or the mentally disturbed.

Cells should be arranged so that maximum security is provided for
prisoners serving time, and these cells must be separated from those
housing material witnesses. The maximum number of individual
cells makes possible segregation of prisoners. Individual cells are
advised for small jails where accommodations are limited. Cells for
women prisoners, where women prisoners are rarely housed, can be
used for juveniles. One cell should be capable of heavy padding for
violent prisoners and should be unfurnished.

Cells should be equipped with toilet, washbowl, a locker or cabinet
(preferably an under-bed type), a table, and a chair or stool. The cell
beds should be metal, equipped with a clean mattress, clean sheets,
mattress cover, blankets, pillow, and pillowcase. The bed should have
a rigid bedspring frame bracketed to the wall. The washbow] and toi-
let should be prison type.

Dormitories should have at least 75 square feet of floor space per
prisoner, have 10-foot ceiling height, and there should be at least
one toilet and one washbowl for each eight inmates or fraction
thereof.

Time-Saver Standards for Building Types

Tanks can be equipped with a fastened bench and open toilet and uri-
nal for prisoners. Tanks should be limited to accommodate not mor
than 15 prisoners each.

All the various portions of the building should contain floor drains o
make it possible to flush out the floors to avoid odors.

It is desirable, where possible, that the prisoners’ living quarters be
accessible to the entrance of natural light, and the walls should be
painted in light colors. Where light is dependent upon electrical fix-
tures, the fixtures should be the built-in, tamperproof type with tem-
pered plate glass front for protection of the lamp.

Adequate water and sewage systems should be provided. Provision
for prisoners to obtain drinking water should be provided by the
installation of recessed sanitary drinking fountains installed through-
out the jail. Bathing facilities (showers) should be available for daily
use. In the larger police stations, some tub baths for women are rec-
ommended. Thermostatically controlled, concealed mixing valves
should be provided for all showers and hot water supply to lavatories.
For flushing devices, the control should be vandalproof, pushbutton-
operated, and flushing type valve adjustable for flushing time. Toilets
and urinals should have a similar type of pushbufton valve. Lavato-
res should be equipped with self-closing, pushbutton-operated
valves and integral supply spout and nozzle and an integral slow-
draining strainer. Hand-operated valves, which are easily damaged,
should not be used. Waste and vent stacks, as well as supply and
exhaust ducts, must be property constructed so that the prisoners can-
not use them for communication. Plumbing fixtures should be wall-
mounted in the tanks and individual cells. For padded cells, a
flushing-rim floor drain is the only toilet fixture which can be used,
and its flushing valve should be located in the pipe space to be oper-
ated only by supervisory personnel outside the cell. Showers shall
have vandalproof head with concealed pushbutton-operated flushing-
type valve with adjustable flushing time, and, as mentioned above,
all hot water should be thermostatically controlled to prevent scald-
ing.

A receiving garage should be built immediately adjacent to the build-
ing or made a part of it, so that cars can drive in off the street or alley
directly into the garage. This garage should not be used for parking
purposes but merely for the discharge of prisoners when they are
brought to the police station. The jail elevator should be in such a
position as to be easily available directly from this garage.

POLICE STATIONS FOR CITIES OF 3,500
AND 7,000 POPULATION

General Needs

Although a city with 3,500 or 7,000 population requires less jail space,
nevertheless, space for traffic reports and courtroom is needed, and it is
most important to have a one-story plan well arranged, as personnel is
very limited.

The same requirements for circulation, isolation, and public and pri-
vate entrances, as described for the larger cities, are equally important.

The prisoner booking room, jail, and general office should be arranged
so that one officer can book and supervise prisoners, handle communi-
cations, and serve the public without leaving the main office. The
entrance to the jail and routing of prisoner traffic must be separate from
the public area traffic. There should be an enclosed, escape-proof hall-
way or area for conducting prisoners from the jail to the courtroom.
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flg. 4. Plan of police station for city of 3,500 population.
One story, lot 48 by 74 feet, building 2,784 square feet.

I'lice Station for City of 3,500 Population

I'he floor plan for 3,500 or less population on a small Iot on a corner
alleel has all the needed central control but has few offices and a

snall jail (see Fig. 4).

{he courtroom is located so as to be accessible to men prisoners,
while women prisoners can be brought through the office to court. As
ilie courtroom is sometimes used for special meetings, it is planned
I huve a separate entrance lobby so the public need not pass through
il police station foyer and disturb the office at night.

Men's cells, one padded cell, one two-bed cell, and a large tank are
provided. The tank can serve as a dayroom in this plan. Beds could

he placed in the tank.

A ulti-use isolation cell with two beds can be for isolation, for
twn inmates, for juveniles, or, in rare cases, it can be used as a
women’s cell, in which latter case a matron must be called in and
il ¢xamination room is for her use. The multipurpose cell could be
innged for two two-beds so that altogether six inmates could be
drcoinmodated. If beds are placed in the tank, up to ten inmates

ionld be housed.

[he pantry is for service and dishwashing in case meals are so
atrnnged. It can be used as a small laboratory if not used as a pantry.

If the particular city has a greater maximum number of prisoners, it
should be noted that the men’s jail could be expanded into the carport
space by placing the carport space farther back on the lot and build-
ing more cells on the cell side of the corridor. A dayroom in back of
the tank side of the corridor could be provided.

Summary of Requirements
Population: Less than 3,500. See Fig. 4 for plan.
Number of Persons in Police Department: 4 Officers

Parking: Space for police officials’ cars and public’s vehicles, 4 (min-
imumy)

Estimate of Space and Facilities Requirements for:

1. General Police Administration Operations
A. Executive’s Requirements (Room or space sizes in feet)
1. Chief’s office: 8 by 14
2. Private entrance
3. Conference room: combined with courtroom
4. Cooperating officer’s room: 8 by 10
B. Records and Clerical
1. Central records maintenance: combined with main office, traffic
records, and personnel records.
2. Map space: in main office
C. Communications
1. Telephone and radio: in main office
D. Training
1. Classroom: combined with court room
2. Library: combined with chief’s office
3. Supplies storage: combined with main office
E. Identification
1. Prints: combined with shakedown room
11. Prisoners and Jail Facilities
A. Receiving, Processing, and Confinement
. Drive-in garage: 12 by 25
. Booking, searching room: 10 by 10
Medical examination room: 8 by §
. Isolation cell: one, 7 by 8
. Violent cell: one, 7 by 7
. Tank: 12 by 12
. Dayroom: combined with tank
. Toilet: in cells
. Shower: 3 by 7
10. Attorneys’ interview room: 9 by 9
11. Storage: Combined with janitor’s room
12. Storage prisoners’ property: vault 4 by 6
13. Prisoners’ waiting space to courtroom: 4 by 8
14. Pantry: 6 by 8
B. Separate Rooms, Facilities for Women Prisoners
1. One multi-use isolation cell: 12 by 12
2. Shower, toilet: 3 by 8
3. Matron’s room, combined with examination room: 8 by 8
4. Matron’s toilet: 3 by 8
C. Separate Rooms for Juvenile Prisoners
1. Use multi-use isolation cell
II. Receiving and Assisting Public
. Separate entrance foyer: 10 by 14
Public toilets: mens and womens, each 5 by 10
. Public telephone: in foyer
. Complaint counter: combined with main office, traffic
violations and reporting accidents
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IV. Police Personnel Requirements
1. Locker rooms: 6 by 8
2. Toilet: combined with janitor’s room
V. Police Property Requirements:
1. Storage of recovered stolen bicycles: combined with meter
repair, 12 by 24
2. Storage of recovered stolen property
3. Storage of police department supplies: 8 by 8, near vault
VI. Police Building Maintenance Requirements
1. Janitor’s room: 6 by 10
2. Boiler and fans: 10 by 10
3. Heating, ventilating: combined with boiler room
4. Repairs: combined with meter repair room
VIL Courts
1. Police courtroom: 16 by 23
2. Clerk’s office: combined with attorney’s room, 9 by 9
3. Attorney’s room: combined with interview room
VI Public Safety Education
1. Safety: combined with main office

Police Station—City of 7,000 Population

The plan shown in Fig. 5 for 7,000 population is for a narrow site on
a street corner.

Offices for officers and the central record office and courtroom
are provided. A 4-foot wall space is needed for the intercommuni-
cation system in the office. The attorney-clerk’s room must serve
also as visitors’ room in conjunction with prisoners’ waiting hall
back of the courtroom. The matron’s office must serve for visitors’
room for women; and the attorney-clerk’s office, in conjunction
with the corridor for men prisoners, must serve for visitors’ room
for men.

The women’s cell for four inmates and adjacent cell for two inmates
could be used for juvenile or isolation cells.

The kitchenette is a pantry for serving food brought in from outside
and placed in trays, and for dishwashing.

For men there are two isolation cells, one padded cell, and four four-
bed cells, thus housing 18 inmates besides those in the tank. Day-
room for the privileged is provided.

Summary of Requirements
Population: Less than 7,000. See Fig. 5 for plan.
Number of Persons in Police Department: 8 to 10 Officers

Parking: Off-street parking area for police vehicles adjacent to the
police building; 2 cars. Area required for parking cars of persons who
visit police headquarters; 2 cars. Total, 4 cars (minimum).

Location of Police Headquarters Facilities: In the business district or
manufacturing district. The building should be by itself if possible—
if not, with the city hall. If it is combined, the lights, heating, and
ventilation for the police department are to be operated separately.
The police station should have separate entrances, one for the public
and one for prisorners.
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Fig. 5. Plan of police station for city of 7,000 population,
One story, lot 50 by 100 teet; building 4,300 square feet.

Estimate of Space and Facilities Requirements for:

1. General Police Administrative Operations
A. Executive’s Requirements (Room or space sizes in feet)
1. Chief’s office: 11 by 14
2. Private entrance: Yes
3. Conference Room and classroom: combined with courtroom
4. Chief’s office toilet: 3 by 8
5. Chief’s office clothes closet: 2 by 4
B. Records and Clerical
1. Central records maintenance: combined with main office,
traffic records, and personnel records
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2, Map space in main office
3. Copy machine in main office
{', Communications
I. Telephone and radio in main office
2. Public telephone in foyer
1}, ‘I'raining
|. Classroom: combined with courtroom
2. Library: in chief’s office
). Firearms range: at shared facility
4. Supplies storage: combined with main office
It klentification
|. Photographing and fingerprinting room
2. Darkroom: 6 by 10
). Lineup or show-up: combined with courtroom
Il Prisoners and Jail Facilities
A. Receiving, Processing and Confinement
[. Drive-in garage: 12 by 24
2. Booking and searching room: 10 by 10
3. Medical examination room: combined with booking room
4. Isolation cells: two, 7 by 8 each
5. Violent cells: one, 7 by 7
6. Group cells: Four, four bunks each
7. Tank: 10 by 12
8. Dayroom: 12 by 19
9. Toilet and shower room: one in dayroom
10. Attorneys’ interrogation room: 8 by 8
I'l. Prisoners’ visiting: space in corner courtroom
12. Matron’s room: 7 by 10
13. Storage, bedding: 7 by 14
|4, Storage, prisoners’ property: vault, 5 by 5
I5. Enclosed vestibule to prisoners’ waiting space: 3 by 12
16. Prisoners’ waiting space adjacent to courtroom: 3 by 10
I7. Kitchenette-pantry: 7 by 12
|18. Food storage: 4 by 7
il Neparate Rooms for Women Prisoners
[. One group cell: 12 by 12, four bunks
2. One isolation call: 8 by 10
). Shower, toilet
4. Matron’s room: combined with examination room, 7 by 10
{Il. Receiving and Assisting the Public
I. Separate entrance foyer: 8 by 15
2. Public toilets—mens and womens: 6 by 6, each
J. Public telephone: in anteroom
4, Complaint counter: combined with traffic violations’ bureau
and traffic accident reporting counter
IV, Pulice Personnel Requirements
[. Locker rooms: 8 by 10
2. Coffee bar: combined with kitchenette
V. Police Property Requirements
[. Storage of recovered stolen bicycles: 14 by 14
2. Storage of recovered stolen property
VI, l'olice Building Maintenance Requirements
|, Janitor’s room: 4 by 7
2, Boiler and fans: 8 by 14
3. Heating and ventilating system
4, Electrical controls
5. Water controls
VIl Courts
I. Police courtroom: 17 by 30
2. Court clerk’s office and city attorney’s office: 8 by 8
VIIl. Public Safety Education
[. Safety education office: combined with main office

POLICE STATION FOR CITY OF 15,000 POPULATION

The plan illustrates how arrangements provide for central control
with public and private entrances and separated, isolated quarters for
juveniles, men, and women without any necessity for different
classes of prisoners to cross each others’ quarters or intermingle.

For 15,000 population or less, a plan of a one-story building is shown
in Fig. 6.

All the necessary offices for administrative functions are provided.
Offices for chief and assistant officers are accessible to the jail or to
the public. The public, however, is separated from prisoner areas.
The main office oversees the whole first floor with a minimum of
personnel on duty at any one time.

The courtroom has the public entrance at one end, and at the other end
the prisoners’ waiting room adjoins. In this case the prisoners’ waiting
room is also arranged to be used in conjunction with the visitors’ room.

The booking room is central to the men’s jail and the juveniles’ or
women’s quarters. The interrogation room can also be used as a
matron’s office as needed.

There are cells for four juveniles. For the women’s jail, there is a cell
for four inmates and a small tank, which can also serve as an isola-

tion cell.

For the men’s jail there is one eight-bed group cell which can be used
for trusties, two isolation cells, one padded cell, and one sixteen-bed
and one eight-bed group cell with dayrooms. A maximum number of
34 men can be housed, besides those in the tank.

It should be noted that if the men’s jail is on the second floor, the jail
quarters are not over the juveniles’ or women'’s jail quarters. Inter-
communication thus is impossible and there are no special construc-
tion problems. The second floor, however, requires one more officer
on duty than would be required in the case of the one-story plan.

The enclosed passage and/or stairs to the courtroom for men prison-
ers is provided for whether a one-story or a two-story plan is adopted.

Summary of Requirements
Population: Less than 15,000. See Fig. 6 for plans.

Parking: Off-street parking area for police vehicles adjacent to the
police building: 6 cars. Area required for parking cars of persons who
visit police headquarters; 3 to 6 cars. Total, 9 to 12 cars (minimum).

Estimate of Space and Facilities Requirements for:

L. General Police Administration Operations

A. Executive’s Requirements (Room or space sizes in feet)
. Chief’s office: 12 by 12to 12 by 15

. Private entrance: 3 by 6

. Conference room: 10 by 10

. Chief’s office toilet: 6 by 8

. Chief’s office clothes closet: 2 by 4

. Assistant chief’s office: 9 by 10

Chief’s secretary’s office: combined with main record room,
10 by 17

8. Other: waiting room or public lobby: 15 by 20

N AW
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Fig. 6. Plan of police station for city of 15,000 population. Building 6,000 square feet. () First floor plan
B. Records and Clerical II. Prisoners and Jail Facilities 3
1. Central records maintenance: in main office, 12 by 18 A. Receiving, Processing, and Confinement 1
2. Map room and library (accidents and crime data): combined 1. Drive-in, escape-proof garage: 15 by 25 '
with officers’ briefing room, 9 by 15 2. Booking and searching rooms: 10 by 12
3. 0Old records storage: 4 by 6 3. Physician’s office and medical examination and treatiwi 4
4. Men staff toilets and lockers: 8 by 10 rooms: combined with interrogation room :
5. Women staff toilets and lockers: 8 by 10 4. Isolation cells: two, 7 by 8 each i
6. Motor repair room: 10 by 12 5. Violent cells: one, 6 by 7 j;
C. Communications: combined with general office 6. Group cells: two, § by 13 §
D. Training 7. Cellblock: one 10 by 24; one 15 by 24
1. Classroom: combined with courtroom, 17 by 24 8. Tank: 12 by 17 :
2. Library: optional, 10 by 12 9. Dayroom: two, 9 by 20 and 12 by 20 :
3. Firearms range: 15 by 70 10. Toilet in cells and shower room: two, 4 by 6 :
4. Supplies storage: 6 by 6 11. Attorneys’ interrogation room: 9 by 10 i
E. Identification 12. Prisoners’ visiting room: 8 by 8 ;
1. Photographing and fingerprinting rooms: combined with record 13. Delousing room: 6 by 6
room, 9 by 12 14. Laundry: 8 by 8
2. Photographic dark room: 6 by 8 15. Storage, cleaning utensils: 9 by 13, combined with storupe
3. Identification records: combined with main office 16. Storage, bedding: 6 by 8
4. Storage: 6 by 6 or combined with hall lockers 17. Storage, prisoners’ property: 4 by 6, or lockers 5
5. Lineup or show-up: combined with courtroom 18. Prisoners’ waiting room adjacent to courtroom: 7 by 8
F. Office for Use of Other Enforcement Agencies’ Representatives 19. Kitchen: § by 10
(Military Police, Federal Agents, Parole Officers): 10 by 10, 20. Refrigerator: 4 by 6, optional
optional 21. Food storage: 4 by 6
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Fig. 6. (cont) Plan of police station for city of 15,000
jjopulation. Building 6,000 square feet. (b) Second floor
plan

A Separate Rooms for Women Prisoners
|. One isolation cell: 8 by 12
2. One violent cell: 7 by 7, optional
J. One tank: 9 by 10
/|, One shower in tank, one in cell, toilet in each cell
5. Matron’s room: 10 by 14, plus 4 by 6 toilet optional
i*, Neparate Rooms for Juvenile Offenders
I, Two cells: 7 by 8
2. One shower, one toilet in cell
Il Receiving and Assisting Public
Separate entrance
Public waiting room: 10 by 14 to 15 by 24

I
"1
1. Public toilets: men’s and women’s, 8 by 8 each

i

<. Public telephone: one pay phone, 3 by 3
5. Information center: desk sergeant
0. Complaint counter: combined with general office, 12 by 18
1. Traffic violations bureau: combined with complaint counter
H. Traffic accident reporting counter: one 3 by 5 desk
IV. l'vlice Personnel Requirements
I. Male employees’ lounge: 10 by 12, optional in basement
2. Locker rooms: 9 by 12
1,

Shower and toilet rooms: two toilets, one shower combined
with lounge

1. Gymnasium: 27 by 23, in basement

3. Lunchroom and coffee bar: 9 by 10, in squad room in base-
ment

V. Police Property Requirements
. Storage of uniforms: lockers in basement
. Storage of guns and ammunition: 5 by 6
. Storage of police vehicles: two cars, 20 by 24
. Storage of recovered stolen bicycles: 10 by 12
. Storage of recovered stolen property: combined with storage
. Storage of police department supplies: two cupboards in offi-
cers’ room
VL Police Building Maintenance Requirements
1. Janitor’s room and lockers: closets on each floor
2. Boiler and fuel: 14 by 16
3. Heating and ventilating system
4. Electrical controls: emergency electric generator unit for radio
and lights
5. Repair and construction: 12 by 15
VII. Courts
1. Police courtroom: 18 by 33, combined with courtroom
2. Judge’s chambers: 9 by 9
3. Court clerk’s office: combined with item 2
VII. Police Divisional Operations
A. Detective Division
1. Office of officer-in-charge: 8 by 10, combined with interroga-
tion or assistant chief
2. Interrogation rooms: 8 by 8, combined with examining room
B. Women’s Bureau
Office of officer-in-charge: 9 by 15, combined with interrogation
room
C. Juvenile Division
Office of officer-in-charge: 8 by 10, combined with interrogation
room
D. Public Safety Education
Bicycle licensing room: 8 by 10

AN P WN ==

DESCRIPTION OF PLAN FOR A SMALL
TOWN HALL WITH POLICE STATION

Site Location

The site location can be any place centrally located in town. Dis-
tances across a small town are too short to present special problems.
Usually the fire department is a rural fire district with the fire station
located on separate property, although it could be on the same Iot. In
some cases the library can be planned on the same site if the entrance
is on the opposite side from the prisoners’ entrance.

Plans

A plan of a small town hall is shown in Fig. 7.

Spaces

1. For a small town in a rural fire district, with few utilities to oper-
ate, a combined city hall and police station is desirable, as the
council room can serve as a courtroom, and only one heating unit
is needed.

2. To provide for best use of personnel, since the clerk-treasurer
may serve only part time, the marshal’s office is located to over-
see the town hall’s public lobby as well as the prisoners’ entrance
and jail. The requirement of reporting traffic accidents warrants
the office being kept open daily.
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Fig. 7. Small town hall with police station

3. This small plan has an office for the mayor or conference room,
one clerk-treasurer office, a vault used by the marshal and city
clerk, and a court-council room. The records room and the mar-
shal’s office are in one unit.

4. One two-bed isolated cell can serve for juvenile or women pris-
oners, or as an isolation cell. Seldom is it needed for all such uses
at the same time.

5. The men’s jail includes the tank and two two-bed cells. Alto-
gether 6 inmates, besides those in the tank, can be housed. Toilets
and heating plant are included.
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POLICE FACILITIES
NITE SELECTION
Accessibility

l'rom a total program standpoint, several possible sites should be
inspected for a proposed police facility. Several factors should be
inken into consideration when selecting the site including location,
iviilable land area, configuration, and relationship of the site to
major arteries and main highways that extend throughout the area.
Additionally, the relationship of the proposed building to existing
governmental structures should be considered, with particular
einphasis placed on the relative proximity to the existing courts,
|inlls, and prisons.

I'"linary consideration should be given to the selection of a site that
will provide maximum accessibility to the community being served.
Tlie Facility should be as close to the centers of business, industries,
sthools, welfare agencies, and the courts as circumstances permit
ind in an area which can be served by public transportation. Not only
wlll this facilitate the use of such resources, but problems in staffing
uie simplified when there are not tiring and complicated daily trips to
il from the facility. For prisoners who are selected to participate in
programs of work release, study release, clinical services, or other
votinunity activities, transportation problems can contribute heavily
lu the success of such programs.

The facility should be easily accessible to the public and not hid-
den on a side street or on a site with very limited street frontages.
The building should be related to one or two of the main streets
connecting both north and south and east and west portions of the
city. The building should not face an extremely busy highway or
through-city thoroughfare, which might make access into the traf-
fic lanes difficult.

The site should be accessible to two streets, rather than one. Several
entrances and exits should be provided for police vehicles to ensure
immediate access and egress to and from the site in the event one of
the entrances might be temporarily blocked.

Residents can best be served by the central location of all criminal
justice components and activities in a centralized design concept.

Parking

The site should be adequate, not only for the building itself, but to
accommodate a police motor-court activity, staff parking area, and
public off-street parking requirements. The parking space allocated
for employee vehicles and for police vehicles is important when
making shift changes and removing prisoners to and from jail. In the
case of a combined police/jail facility, a private jail booking entrance
(sallyport) and prisoner processing area, easily accessible to automo-
biles, should be included in the plans.

{"redits: Police Facility Design, Bureau of Operations and Research, International Association of Chiefs of Police, Gaithersburg, Maryland.
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In some instances, a basement-level parking garage for police vehi-
cles may be desirable. A ramp leading from the basement level would
provide adequate street access. Placing the garage and official park-
ing facilities in the basement will reduce noise levels at shift change
times and during the conduct of daily activities, thereby avoiding
inconvenience to adjacent land owners.

The parking lot or roof of the structure should also be considered as
a possible site for a helicopter landing pad.

FACILITY

A police building should be regarded as a viable and flexible struc-
ture. It should be capable of growing with the community and the
department it serves. The architect should be fully aware of the
growth potential of the department and should design a facility that
will meet not only the present needs of the agency, but also its

future needs.

Ideally, the building should house only the police component of the
criminal justice system. Except in very small communities, the build-
ing should be exclusively oriented to the police function. Considera-
tion should be given to separating the police from the incarceration
function and the associated stringent design features necessary when
the jail is made a part of the police building. Similarly, the judicial
functions would best serve the needs of the people if they were not
located in the same building as the police.

Exterior Design

To the public, the police building should represent a friendly, busi-
nesslike, professional building complex. Security provisions must, of
course, be incorporated into the design; however, it is possible to art-
fully disguise them so that the fortress image is not the predominant
feature of the structure.

The police facility should be constructed of noncombustible
materials. The design of the building, including the exterior surfaces,
landscaping, and other elements, should be planned to reduce the
number of areas where explosives may be hidden. Reinforced
masonry on the exterior walls and either concrete or a lightweight
concrete layer on the roof, will improve the building’s resistance to
civil or natural disasters. Many refinements to increase building
safety and security can be provided at little additional cost. All or
most of the glass areas, both interior and exterior, should be of bullet-
resistant material. An interior garden court could be one of the meth-
ods used to create a quiet, beautiful, and serene atmosphere that
could psychologically benefit the entire staff and eliminate the feel-
ing of being enclosed in a windowless fortress.

The so-called “windowless” building may contain considerable
glass, but the glass is positioned in such a manner that none of the
interior activities can be viewed from the exterior areas. Psychologi-
cally, glass used in this manner can completely eliminate the feeling
by the staff that they are working in a windowless facility.

The police building should be designed to provide services to the
public as well as to fulfill the everyday working needs of the police.
The structure should be readily accessible with ample public and pri-
vate parking space. Properly designed landscaping, flagpoles, and
identifying illuminated signs can and should be attractive and func-
tional components of the building.

Time-Saver Standards for Building Types

Single-Story Facilities

A building with the least number of floors is more cconnipiial
because less personnel are required to supervise it. While u nilll
story building may cost less in construction and be a saving I Il
costs, the extra outlay for administrative personnel, year allct yesus
will never cease. In time, it will probably be far greater than {he ddili=
tional cost of the more desirable horizontal plan.

The horizontal design philosophy lessens the need for stairs nnd elé:
vators which, when utilized, add hazard potential when moving jiz:
oners, for bomb placement, for fire, and so on.

Functional Needs

A law enforcement agency deals with many people. Basically, lim-
ever, they can be divided into three categories:

1. Department personnel
2. General public
3. Prisoners

Each group has specific needs in a police building and the needs uf
each should be considered as they relate to the entire facility.

Department Personnel

The term “department personnel” includes all employces ul i
agency: executives, managers, supervisors, officers (both uniluied
and plainclothed), clerical, and special employees.

Uniformed personnel who constitute the bulk of employees uswilly
report to a central location which should include lockers, showeis,
and physical exercise area. A briefing room with the capivity 10

accommodate approximately two-thirds of the patrol force should he
located near the locker rooms. A separate entrance into the buildlng
should be provided for use by police employees only. Unneccusiny
mingling of police officers, the public, and prisoners shoulil h

avoided in the police facility.
General Public

The majority of persons visiting the police headquarters will liive
business only at the central information center. Therefore, the publig
information lobby should be a part of the information center o
tion and should be easily accessible from the main entrance. Eniplu
ees in the information center can then handle inquiries and refer
callers to the proper official or office. As a general rule, the buildlng
should be planned and equipped to avoid confusing the publie:
Offices should be plainly designated by functional titles on the douis.
A conveniently placed building directory in the lobby is also ui
important feature that should not be overlooked.

Prisoners

When the jail facility is located within the police building and/nr
when prisoner booking is done at police headquarters, special deslgii
features must be incorporated to accommodate this function. Prisotj:
ers should enter the building through a separate secure entrance, A
sallyport with automatic doors and drive-in provision should be pui
of the security entrance. A model prisoner-processing arrangement |
shown in Fig. 1.
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Police Facilities

Tl rcader should refer to Fig. 2 to better understand the relationship
ol the three separate entrances, public parking, employee parking,
anil police vehicle parking. Note in Fig. 2 the security feature of the
gile separating the police vehicles from public access. Whenever the
pulice facility is located in a residential area, high shrubbery and,
more preferably, a masonry wall surrounding the police parking area
slinuld protect the adjacent residents from the glare of vehicle lights
4l pright.

Inlerior Design Features

{Ine of the basic requirements of a functional floor plan in 2 modern
finlice facility is the control of internal circulation. Efficiency and
sifely dictate that the public enter the building through a single
Zitrince into a controlled lobby. The public should not penetrate
hwyond the lobby and should be allowed further access only after the
necd has been demonstrated. Fig. 2 shows the functional relation-
ahips of the three entrances.

Spice Allocation

Hie functional policy facility should be as flexible as possible for
#llivicncy and economy. A flexible building is one in which the inte-
ilur space is adaptable to a broad variety of occupancies and the exte-
ilar walls are expandable to meet future growth needs.

lir some cases, interior flexibility may be attained by the installation
al movable partitions that can provide necessary privacy and also
mity be shifted to meet future functional space needs. Partitions
ipproximately 6 feet in height afford sufficient privacy without
alfecting light or air conditioning. Private offices and small rooms
sluld be kept to a minimum.

Hivile offices make supervision more difficult; occupants are tempted
i turn their attention to outside matters and to engage in activity not
aliietly police-related. The potential for this situation is lessened when
the partitions forming the offices are glass and, in some instances, the
putlitions may be less than ceiling height.

titiss partitions facilitate supervision and tend to assist in maintain-
liig n businesslike appearance on the part of personnel by providing
ail unobstructed view for supervisors. Each area that must be kept
secire, such as places where prisoners are confined or moved, the
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Fig. 2. Exterior design relationship

communications center, and areas for property and evidence storage,
require special design features. Permanent partitions should be used
in these areas and wherever the need is justified.

The building should contain large open floor areas in which a broad
variety of furniture and equipment may be arranged. These areas may
be subdivided with a minimum of structural or mechanical operation
and expense through the use of standardized, movable, and inter-
changeable nonstructural elements.

Space can also be separated effectively by counters. The counters can
also serve as receptacles for file cabinets.

ADMINISTRATIVE AREA

Onre portion of the police facility should be reserved exclusively for the
administrative command staff. This staff includes the chief of police,
planning and inspectional services commanders, and the commanders
of the primary organizational entities with department-wide jurisdic-
tion, such as the uniformed division, criminal investigation division,
administrative services division, and technical services division.

Chief of Police

Immediate public access to the chief of police is not always neces-
sary or desirable. Many citizens with minor problems, who at first
demand to see the chief, can have their problems adequately resolved
by talking to subordinate personnel. Constant interruptions of this
sort would distract the chief from his or her primary obligations to
the department. The chief’s office (Fig. 3) is best located away from
the mainstream of public and staff, preferably near the rear of a one-
story building or on the second floor of a two-story building,. It is cus-
tomary and worthwhile for the chief to have a private entrance,
private toilet facility, closet, and a conference room immediately
adjacent to the office. The normal space allowance for the chief’s pri-
vate office should be approximately 300 square feet. The separate
conference room (Fig. 4) should be large enough to seat all officers
above the rank of lieutenant, i.e., the executive staff. Access to the
conference room should be from both the chief’s office and from a
common hallway for staff use.

The chief should be provided with a private secretary and, in larger
agencies, an administrative officer. These two staff assistants should,
of course, be provided sufficient office space immediately adjacent to
the chief’s offices.

Executive Command Staff

The chief’s executive staff should occupy offices which surround his
own. Each staff office should be approximately 200 square feet in size.
These staff offices could conceivably share secretarial services, e.g.,
one secretary for every two staff commanders.

CENTRAL RECORDS AREA
The public entrance into a police facility should be primarily through
a single main entranceway into a common lobby. This single public

entrance should be controlled and supervised from the central records
center.

This central records center should be placed in full view of the main
facility entrance. The location should be such that records personnel

Time-Saver Standards for Building Types
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Fig. 3. Office for police chief

can individually screen all those entering the building. Provision
should be made in the lobby area for public seating, public tele-
phones, showcases for display of exhibits, and public restrooms. The
public restrooms should be constructed of materials that would limit
damage to the building in the event of a concealed, incendiary explo-
sion.

The records area should be separated by glass from the public areas
and staff access counter to ensure complete security of the entire

records area.

The majority of persons visiting the police station will have business
at the records center (Fig. 5). Therefore, a public counter should be
part of the records center. The employees in the records center can
then handle inquiries or refer callers to the proper official or office.
As a general rule, the building should be planned to reduce the neces-
sity of having the public wander about the building seeking assis-
tance. Public circulation within the building should be controlled and
limited by separating the public lobby area from other corridors and
doors that should be controlled electrically.

The interior of a police facility should be decorated in a profes-
sional manner. Bright, warm, but soft colors combined with careful
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Fig. 4. Conference rooms

use of complementary accents should greet the public. Rotuy
records systems should enhance the appearance of the records cui
ter as well as provide for a functional records storage and retricvil
operation.

The records room, in addition to serving the public, should also he
the center for collection and dissemination of information to poli¢e
officers. Therefore, a private counter should be provided for poliva
officers so that they may more effectively utilize records withou
using the public area and without permitting them complete freedon
of access to the records room itself. Only personnel assigned to (la
records function should be permitted in the room. This recommendi:
tion is made to preserve the integrity of the records and accountubil-
ity for their proper maintenance.

The size of a records area should, of course, reflect the needs unl
space requirements of personnel assigned to the records function, A
useful guide, when in doubt as to size, is to allocate approximatcly
100 square feet of space for each 15 police officers in the depnii:
ment.

Because of the heavy floor weight that will be required in the recorls
area of the building as a result of files and other equipment, structuril
design requires that the floor be reinforced.
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fig. 5. Model functional space design, police records
center

COMMUNICATIONS
[Haputching Facilities

The police communications command center (Fig. 6) and its related
gtiipment should be isolated from public contact in one of the
inore secure areas of the building. Other electrical and mechanical
aysiems should also be protected to reduce the possibility of sabo-
{ope or vandalism.

Mosi police practitioners would agree that locating the dispatching
aid records units in close proximity offers advantages of expediting
the Mow of information and makes more efficient use of personnel.
This philosophy is most practical in small agencies where a mini-
it number of persons on a late tour of duty could conceivably han-
dle both communications and records responsibilities. When this
inngement is necessitated by department size, we recommend that
{le entire records and communications area be bullet-resistant.

In mddition to radio, the dispatch console should contain all elec-
lnmic systems such as television surveillance of the jail and outside

of the building, smoke and fire detection and warning devices, deten-
tion area audio surveillance, remote control for doors, and vehicle
status boards, recorders, intercom, and TV monitors.

Status boards are devices used to indicate the availability of field
units. Such a device is justified as a dispatching aid in the smaller as
well as the larger departments. Switch control pilot lights may be
used, with indicators at each dispatching position, on a large map
visible to all positions. The switches must be wired so that actuation
in any position causes the same indication at all other positions.
Placing of pilot lights on a large map showing beat boundaries is
particularly valuable to dispatchers responsible for deployment of
large numbers of field units. Each unit’s status cannot be accurately
recalled from memory, nor can time usually be taken to query a
number of units to determine which is the closest to the assignment
at hand.

Complaint Operator/Dispatcher

Two types of complaint/dispatch operations are generally accept-
able, depending upon the size of a particular agency. In the smaller
departments, a single person usually can handle both the
complaint-reception function as well as the dispatch operation.
Whereas, in the larger agencies, complaint processing may require
extensive specialization, perhaps with operators subdivided for
geographical areas of responsibility. An alternate approach to the
latter is to combine the complaint operator’s and dispatcher’s duties
in one position and add personnel as message volume demands.
Difficulties arise in this method, however, when the message vol-
ume would justify either a separate complaint operator and a dis-
patcher or two combined operators/dispatchers (or any multiple
thereof). The architect and the agency consultant will have to make
the decision as to individual agency needs regarding communica-
tions according to the volume of complaint traffic, prior to the
design of the command center.

Command Center Supervision

The function of supervising a police communications center should
not pose any unusual problems arising out of the nature of the task.
The sensitive nature of the process demands at least constant avail-
ability of supervision. In larger installations, provision should be
made for the supervisor to monitor both landline and radio commu-
nications as they are carried on; performance of complaint operators
and dispatchers may thus be evaluated to determine training needs
and to correct improper procedures. A monitoring position is also
useful for instruction of newly assigned personnel, and for intercept-
ing and/or assisting in high priority calls.

Environmental Considerations

The communications command center should be made adequate in
terms of sound conditioning, lighting, air conditioning, room config-
uration ability to expand facilities, and total security from potential
sabotage. This area should be a complete self-contained unit with toi-
let, lunch room, locker space, and supervisor’s area.

Emergency Power Supplies

Radio and landline communications are vulnerable to several influ-
encing factors, the most important of which is electrical power. In
the event of failure of normal power sources, the communications
center should have some method of obtaining standby electrical

Time-Saver Standards for Building Types
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service to the base station to insure its continued operations;
therefore, the base station should be equipped with an emergency
power source. This equipment should be capable of supporting not
only all communications equipment, but also lighting requirements
for the command center and primary operational portions of the
building.

Figure 6 is intended to provide the reader with a visual display of a
conceptual design model for a communications command center
where telephone reception and dispatching are performed by the

same person.
CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION AREA

Several design features should be considered when allocating floor
space for criminal investigators (Fig. 7). Investigators make exten-
sive and constant use of records; therefore, it is practical to place
investigators as near as possible to the records center. A great number
of people coming to the police facility do so in order to confer with
investigators; public access is an important feature that must be con-
sidered when physically locating detectives.

The area allocated to detectives should provide for individual work
space and a degree of privacy for each officer. Collectively, however,
detectives should be in constant contact with one another. Therefore,
a single spacious room is recommended to house all detectives. The
room could then be divided into individual office areas by movable

partitions.

Interrogation rooms (Fig. 8) are another important feature that should
be located near the detectives.

Again, in the same general vicinity, the architect should provide for
office space for both the unit commander and supervisors.
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Fig. 6. Model communications command center
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Fig. 7. Model criminal investigation area

UNIFORMED OPERATIONS AREA

Although uniformed operations requires the largest number of olli-
cers, the physical space needs in a police facility for uniformed per-
sonnel are substantially less than those of other departmental units,
Uniformed officers, of necessity, must remain to a great extent in the
field. They require the use of locker rooms, toilets, squad room,
physical exercise area, briefing room, and writing area.

Commander/Supervisor

The patrol commander and/or shift supervisor should have an office
accessible to the public, uniformed personnel, and the communica-
tions center. The close proximity to the communications center is
important so that the commander can assist dispatchers, or take over
the operation when necessary, under emergency conditions.
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TWO INTERAOGATION ROOMS WITH MONITOR

INTERROGATION ROOM FOR TWO OR THREE PERSONS

Fig. 8. Interrogation rooms
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Police Facilities

Hjivclal Operations

{)iflee space should also be provided for traffic and tactical supervi-
&, These offices should be of sufficient size to accommodate crime
ainl traffic accident location maps, charts, and other crime, accident,
anil special event analysis materials.

toll-Call Room

{Infformed personnel, who constitute the bulk of employees, will
feport for roll call (briefing) prior to going on their assignments. Spe-
¢litl features of a roll-call room should be planned by the architect. It
Is wise policy to have this room as private as possible. The public,
Ui seeing numerous members about an office (especially uni-
inrimed members), inevitably concludes that they are nonproductive.
foll call, with its attendant inspection, training, reading of orders,
and special instructions, should be conducted in a place out of public
¥lew, [t is equally important to provide space, which cannot be seen
by the public, where officers may prepare reports that are not com-
fileled in the field because of time or importance.

§pvcial Features

Ii Iy wise to plan for a recreation area and lunch area with commis-
siry provisions. The recreation area should be large enough to
seeommodate a universal gym and other physical exercise equip-
ment that would encourage officers to maintain excellent physical
cundition, as well as provide space for defensive tactics and other

hiiining.

S or roll-call rooms should be designed so that desired privacy
vin be maintained during roll call and training sessions. Lockers
aliuld not be placed in these rooms thereby making it necessary for
uflicers to change clothes or use lockers while the roll call for the
fiext shift is in session. The squad room should not serve as a traffic
mih to other portions of the building.

Muvable seating should be provided where roll-call and training is
¢onducted. The room should be acoustically treated and equipped
with wall-mounted bulletin boards, chalk boards, individual mail
aloty for distribution of printed material, and wall-mounted clothes
il hat racks. An ideal work flow pattern would show the locker
inom adjacent to the roll-call room.

Lucker Facilities

An individual clothes locker should be provided for each uniformed
officer in the department. The locker facility should be coupled with
shower room accommodations.

Hyan it
l''nining

Wlicre possible, a training room should be separate from the roll-
vitlll room. This would allow uninterrupted training sessions. In the
gvent that space is at a premium, the roll-call room could be
designed as a multipurpose room large enough to conduct training
sensions.

Ldbrary

A police library is a reflection of the philosophy of a police adminis-
frufor and his agency to achieve the best possible law enforcement
(lwough constant staff study and improvement.

A library should be provided with a sufficient number of bookshelves
and seating capacity to accommodate approximately 5 percent of the
work force. Tables in the library should be at least 5 to 6 feet from
each other if the chairs are to be placed back to back. Between the
tables and the walls, there should be an aisle approximately 5 feet
wide. The length of the shelving should not be more than 3 feet per
section.

PROPERTY ROOMS
Department Property

Department-owned property such as report forms, stationery, blank
books, pencils, and other office equipment should be stored in a sin-
gle room. Likewise, the department armament and munitions should
be stored in a dustproof, moistureproof, secure room. It is recognized
that armament must be immediately available to operational person-
nel; however, the supervisor in charge of property management must
have the armament under his or her immediate control and provide
for routine inspections and inventory of such equipment. Both of
these factors must be considered when planning for the location of

the armory.
Evidence Room
An evidence storage room should be included in any planning for a

police facility. The room should be secured against unauthorized
intrusion and should allow for four different types of storage modes:

1. Open bins
2. File cabinets
3. Safe

4. Refrigerator

Open bins should constitute the majority of the room area. The bins
should be approximately 3 feet wide and should be designed to allow
for expansion upward. The balance of the evidence room can best be
utilized by installing standard, letter-sized file cabinets. Small items
that are more subject to loss are better stored in cabinets.

A good-sized safe should constitute the third storage mode for inclu-
sion in an evidence room. This receptacle should be used to safeguard
monies, jewelry, and other such valuables.

A refrigerator should be used to store narcotics, blood samples, and
other perishables.

Since the evidence room would not normally be open 24 hours a day,
it is necessary to establish temporary holding lockers into which evi-
dence can be placed until it can be secured by the department evi-
dence custodian. These lockers should be either self-locking or
equipped with open padlocks. Officers coming into possession of
evidence should properly mark it and deposit it in a locker. The door
can then be snapped shut or padlocked. It should thereafter be opened
only by the duly designated evidence custodian.

All evidence should be kept in the evidence storage room when not
otherwise being examined or presented at trial.

Laboratory Facilities

The location of the Iaboratory in a police building is relatively unim-
portant, and some advantages are gained in having it in a remote area.

Time-Saver Standards for Building Types
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Space requirements and utility connections are the principal consid-
erations; space needs are strongly influenced by the size of the labo-
ratory staff and the equipment used. A police laboratory should be
designed to meet future requirements.

Every agency should have at least a rudimentary laboratory. Depend-
ing upon the department’s expertise and size, a laboratory could
range in size from a single photography darkroom to a complex facil-
ity with separate rooms to accommodate a darkroom; copy and other
photographic work; chemical examinations; other laboratory instru-
ments; evidence storage; a repository of standards for comparison; a
director’s office; a reception room; and a polygraph room.

Time-Saver Standards for Building Types

Needless to say, those agencies that are physically located near a
county, regional, state, or federal laboratory facility would require
less laboratory space.

Firearms Range

An indoor firearms range should be considered as a very necessary
component of every police facility. Such a range would most likely
be situated in the basement or, in the case of only one floor, adjacent
to the main facility. A minimum area for a range should be approxi-
mately 100 feet in length with a minimum of 4 feet in width for each
shooting position desired. ¢




“ COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL/ M.490

INSTITUTIONAL

=i X ¥ il = ;
limestone with Concrele Bearing Walls 22945 99.60% 167.70
Block Backup R/Conc. Frame 24235 22695 21370 20435 19855 19270  188.85 18580  183.20
Face Brick wilh Bearing Wals 19110 17865 16875 16180  157.05 15305 15010 14785 145,80
Concrete Block Backup R/Conc. Frame 21020 19780 18785 18095 17640 17220 16925 16700 16495
Decoiative 'Bearing Walls 180.30 168.80 16005 15390  149.85 146.15 143.55 141.50 13970
Concrete Block R/Conc. Frame 199.40 18795 17920 17305  169.00 16525 16265 160.60  158.85
Perimeter Adj., Add or Deduct Per 100 LF. 34.60 26.85 22.10 18.70 16.20 14.25 12.80 11.60 10.55
Story Hgt. Adj., Add or Deduct Per 1 Fi, 6.20 5.65 505 4.60 430 4.00 3.80 370 3.50
For Basement, add $ 24.35 per square foot of basement area
The above costs were calculated using the basic specifications shown on the facing page. These costs should be adjusted where necessary for
design allernatives and owner's requirements. Reported completed project costs, for this lype of siructure, range from $98.90 to $258.05 per S.F.
Common additives
Description Unit § Cost Description Unit $ Cost
Cells Prefabricated, 54 wide, Lackers, Steel, Single fier, 60" to 72" Opening 165-298
78" high, 7'-8' deep Each 11,000 2 tier, 60" or 72" fotal Opening 104-137
Elevators, Hydraulic passenger, 2 stops 5 tier, box lockers Opening 58-79
1500# capacity Each 55,100 Locker bench, lam. maple top only LE 20.50
2500# capacily Each 57,800 Pedestals, steel pipe Each 62
35004 capacity Each 62,100 Safe, Office type, 4 hour rating
Emergency Lighting, 25 walt, battery operated 30" x 18" x 18" Each 4075
lead battery Each 278 62" x 33" x 20" Each 8850
Nickel cadmium Each 800 Shooting Range, Incl. bullet raps,
Flagpoles, Complete target provisions, and contols,
Aluminum, 20" high Each 1425 not incl. structural shell Each 32,600
AQ" high Each 3200 Smoke Detectors
70" high Each 9975 Ceiling type Each 174
Fiberglass, 23 high Each 1725 Duct fype Each 445
395" high Each 3250 Sound System
59 high Each 8200 Amplifier, 250 wats Each 2225
Spedker, cailing or wall Each 181
Each 345

Trumpet

184

Important: See the Reference Section for Location Factors




Mod
with

of floor area

el costs calculated for a 2 story building
12’ story height and 11,000 square feet

Poured concrete; strip and spread foolings
N/A

4" reinforced concrete with vapor barrier and granular base

Stondurd Foundohons
Special Foundations
Slab on Grade
Basement Excavation

Basement Walls 4" foundalion wall

erstruch A ; 3
1010 | Floor Construction pen web sreel |0|srs , slab form, concrete
1020 | Roof Consrn.lcllon Metal deck on open web steel joists
; RS e ,T?' v psEmy =
820 ExteriorEndlasure L
2010 | Exterior Walls Limestone with concrete b|
2020 | Exterior Windows Metal horizontal sliding

2030 | Exterior Doors

1020
1030
2010

4010
1020
1030

Elevators & Lifis

_.Rnin Water Drolnoge

| Energy Supply

Ho”ow metal

Concrete block
Single leaf kalamein fire door

Partilions
Intarior Doors

Fittings Toilet partitions
Stair Construction Concrete filled metal pan
Wall Finishes 90% paint, 10% ceramic tile

70% vinyl composition tile, 20% carpet tile, 10% ceramic file
Mineral fiber tile on concealed zee bars

Floor Finishes
Celhng Finishes

Escalafors & Mr.wmg ‘M:Iks
A S =
D20 Plumbing = S
Plumbing Fixtures Tollel and service letures supp|y and drclnclge
Domestic Water Distribution | Oil fired water heater
Roof drains.

alrreeds
Oil Frred ho? water, wall fin radiation

Heat Generating Systems N/A
Cooling Generating Systems | N/A
Terminal & Package Unils Split systems with air cooled condensing unils
Other HYAC Sys. & E unpmenh N/A
TR AP RS T
;D46a Flr:a' Prohacmm"T“g“?:'.\h‘I ;

Sprlnklers
Standplpes >
'D‘Sl(:)i:l_Eleclrlcu
Electrical Service/Distribution [400 ompere service, ponel bocrd and feeders
Lighting & Branch Wiring Fluorescent fixtures, receptacles, switches, A.C. and misc, power
Communications & Security | Alarm systems and emergency lighting

Emergency generator, 15 kW

Other Elecfrlcol Sysrems

Commercral Equtpmenl
Institutional Equipment
Vehicular Equipment
Other Equipmem

Lockers, defention rooms, cells, gasoline dispensers
Gasoline dispenser system

N/A

Integrated Consrrucnon
Specnc| Facilities

Site preparation for slab and trench for foundation wall and footing

20 S. F Foor/L . Parhhon

Police Station

S.F. Ground 2.56 1.28

S.F. Slab 4.63 2,32 4.3%
S.F. Ground 25 13
70 2.54

L.F Wall

5 F F|oor
S.F. Roof .

80% of wall F W 4.58
20% of wall Each 929 8.19 30.3%
Each 2188 1.58

arlition

200 S.F. Floor/Door Eoch
S.F. Floor .89 .89
Flight 14,500 | 264 | 162%
S.F. Surface 3.23 3.23
S.F. Floor 3.96 3.96

f"'_

S F Floor

S.F. Floor

S F Floor N
S.F. Floor 9.65 9.65
S.F. Floor 64 64 8.3%

S.F. Floor

S.F. Floor
S.F. Floor

Sub-Total 14650  100%
CONTRACTOR FEES (General Requirements: 10%, Overhead: 5%, Profit: 10%) 25% | 36.62
ARCHITECT FEES 9% 16.48

Total Building Cost




Date:  September 15, 2010
To;:  City Council Members

From: Police Chairman Doug Motrow
Police Chief Keith Hudson

Re:  Police Facility-Architectural/Consultant Firm

As you are aware, our police department is currently occupying a facility it outgrew several years
ago. Demands for service have increased and our personnel roster hes also grown. It lacks
interview space for victims, witesses and arrestees. Also lacking is roll ¢all, report writing and
other support spaces. Additional space is needed for evidence storage and overall, there are
crowded working conditions for our staff. As a result, prisoner control has become a real issue.

The building also suffers from the lack of sufficient infrastructure (HVAC, electrical, data,
telecommunications) and possesses some outdated security and safety systems, Hiring an
experienced architect’ consultant familiar with law enforcement needs is crucial to obtaining an
aceurate and detailed analysis. In choosing one, an essential element is the architectural team’s

expertise in the planning and design of police facilities.

We have been in contact with numerous firms that specialize in police facilities for a number of
years. In 2007, we met Daniel Redstone of Redstone Architeots at an TACP Conference. His
finm is highly recognized throughout the country. They provide specialized services such as
Feastbility Studies, Needs Assessments, Preliminary Design Services, Strategic Planning, Site
Planning and Design/Space Planning to Law Enforcement agencies throughout the United States.
We were even more pleased to learn that French and Ryan Architects, a local firm in Sussex

County is a partner of Redstone.

Because of their substantial police facility experience, it is our recommendation that Rrench and
Rysn be selected for this project. The police committee, which consists of Councilwoman
Katrina Wilson and Councilraan Skip Pikus met September 1% to review the proposals. They
concur with our recommendation that French and Ryan be selected as the consultant tear)
because of their relevant expertise and local knowledge.

Police Chairman Douglas Morzow Police Chief Keith Hudson
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