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REPORT TO MAYOR AND THE CITY COUNCIL

FROM: Matthew R. Walsh, Dir. of Redevelopment, Downtown Services, &
Special Projects f/i, 7 M

DATE: February 3, 2015

SUBJECT: CIP #443: City-wide Multigenerational Community Center

Recommendation:

Accept the following report.

Set a public hearing for March 9, 2015 on the proposed design options, as well as related
cost estimates and financial pro formas discussed herein.

Select Option 2A as the preferred schematic design “base option” for the project and
authorize the City Manager to complete final design. Please note that Option 2A ,
excludes a branch library, studio space for Concord TV, or a preschool. The construction
cost for Option 2A is $14,104,235. Determine whether to add a branch library, Concord
TV studio space, and/or preschool to the project.

Authorize the City Manager to issue a Request for Proposals to engage a capital
campaign consultant to design and implement a fundraising strategy for the project.
Costs for the consultant shall be added to the total amount to be raised by fundraising.

Direct City staff to undertake the necessary actions to discontinue Eagle Avenue, a public
street which is owned by the City as a “fee simple” parcel, to accommodate the project
and make land available for potential Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF)

property swap.

Authorize the City Manager to make the City’s Community Development Block Grant
(CDBQG) allocation available to community partners per the City’s normal and customary
process.

Background:

1.

2004 Feasibility Study: The concept of a city-wide multi-generational community center
at Keach Park dates to 2004. Working with Groundwork Concord, Inc., the City
completed an initial feasibility study which recommended that the City pursue
construction of a $7.7 million, 30,350SF facility. The proposed facility would have
replaced the existing Heights Community Center, which was erected in 1977. Following
the completion of the 2004 study, the City acquired the former Gable Properties located
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at 28 Canterbury Road and 63 Pembroke Road. It is important to note that the
architectural firm of BH+A was the lead consultant for 2004 feasibility study. BH+A is
part of the current design team under the HL Turner Group which was engaged 1n spring

2014.

Shortly after completion of the 2004 study, the Concord School District announced that it
planned to move forward with plan to consolidate its elementary schools. That plan
included the closure of Dame School, which was to be replaced with a new facility in
East Concord (known today as the Mill Brook Elementary School which opened
approximately 2 years ago). Following the announcement of the District’s intentions to
abandon Dame School, the City re-examined its plans for a new city-wide community
center at Keach Park and elected to pursue a strategy to acquire the Dame School for this
purpose. As aresult, the project recommended by the 2004 feasibility study was not
pursued.

2011 Feasibility Study & Acquisition of Former Dame School: By 2010, the Concord
School District’s project had made sufficient progress to allow the City to resume the
planning process. As a result, in January 2011 the City completed a second feasibility
study, which was geared specifically at examining potential design options which would
adaptively reuse portions of the Dame School as a new city-wide community center. Led
by the HL Turner Group of Concord, as well as an architectural firm specializing in such
facilities based in Denver Colorado, the project was completed at a cost of $95,000. Itis
important to note that the HL Turner Group, together with BH+A architects, are the lead
consultants for the current design effort, which began in spring 2014,

The 2011 effort began with an evaluation of the City’s four (4) existing community
centers: Green Street, 1977 Heights, East Concord, and the West Street Ward House.
That effort determined the City would need to invest approximately $5.9 million in short
and long-term improvements in order to keep those facilities viable for recreational use.
It should be noted that, save the 1977 Heights Center (which is nothing more than a one-
room gymnasium), none of the existing community centers were ever purpose built for
public recreational use, thereby resulting in practical limitations on how those facilities
could be effectively used for such purposes. A summary of investments needed, as well

as subsequently completed since 2011 is below:

Facility Cost of Completed Work Remaining
Improvements Since 2011 Remaining (Adjusted to 2015
(2010 Dollars) {2010 Dollars) Dollars)
Green Street Community Center 53,564,450 $555,000 | $3,009,450 $3,840,906
Height Community Center (1977) $691,500 SO $691,500 $882,549
East Concord Community Center $972,900 S0 $972,900 $1,241,694
West Street Ward House $699,300 588,000 $611,300 $780,191
Total $5,928,150 $643,000 $5,285,150 56,745,340

The 2011 feasibility study recommended that the City acquire the soon-to-be-abandoned
Dame School and renovate it into an $11.4 million, 80,000SF +/- facility. T

included: demolition of the 1977 Heights Community Center, preservation and

renovation of approximately 20,000SF of the existing school building, and construction

his concept
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of a 60,000SF addition featuring a turf field, gymnasium, walking track, several multi-
purpose rooms, a modestly sized performing arts venue / function hall, and other
amenities. The study also recommended that the Parks and Recreation Department

offices be relocated from White Park to the new city-wide community center.

The 2011 study also recommended that the City close the East Concord Community
Center and West Street Ward House, as recreational programs at those facilities could be
accommodated at the new city-wide center. The study recommended that the East
Concord Community Center be sold, while the West Street Ward House would be
retained for municipal elections and future municipal needs.

It also is important to note that the 2011 feasibility study did not include a branch library
nor studio space for Concord TV. At the time, the City, in 2007, had completed a needs
assessment for the Library which recommended the construction of a new 40,000SF main
library in the downtown. =~ Alternatively, that study also offered concepts for renovating
and expanding the existing Green Street facility. Therefore, the concept of a branch
library was not germane at the time to the 2011 community center planning process.
Similarly in 2011, the need for a second studio for Concord TV was never raised by
stakeholders during the planning process.

In accordance with the recommendations of the study, the City entered into negotiations
with the Concord School District to acquire former Dame School. The city acquired the
property on January 10, 2013. Shortly after purchasing the property, the Parks and
Recreation Department relocated to Dame School and opened the property as an interim
community center.

. 2014 Schematic Design Process: Following the acquisition of the former Dame School
in early 2013, the City Council, as part of the City’s FY2014 and 2015 budgets,
appropriated approximately $781,503 for design of a new City-wide multigenerational
community center at the site of the former Dame School on Canterbury Road.

On April 23, 2014, the City engaged a design team for the project led by the H.L. Turner
Group of Concord. The design team also included BH+A (an architectural firm
specializing in recreational facilities), as well as Ballard King (a recreational consulting
firm specializing in business planning for public and private facilities). Ballard King was
involved with business plans and pro formas as part of the 2011 feasibility study.

City staff and the design team met with stakeholders on May 29, 2014, and June 24,
2014, to review the 2011 proposed space recommendations and discuss any potential
changes the community may desire moving forward. Focus groups were convened on
May 29, 2014 with six stakeholders, including the Recreation and Parks Advisory
Committee (RPAC), with the purpose to confirm the findings of the 2011 Needs
Assessment and reorient the public with the project after a three year hiatus. A
subsequent public forum was held on June 24", During the City Council’s August 2014
meeting, staff reported on the results of the stakeholder input. Following that report, the
City Council authorized the City Manager to proceed with schematic design, as well as
updates to the 2011 business plan and financial pro forma for the project. That effort got
underway in September 2014.
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Discussion:

—

nresent the resulls of the sechematie decion
0 present tne resulls of the schematic design

Oyerview: The purpose of this report is to c

effort. In accordance with the City Council’s August 2014 direction, three (3) schematic
design options were prepared for the project, together with construction cost estimates
and financial operating pro formas for the City Council’s consideration. In accordance
with the City Council’s request, each option includes an alternate scenario (known as “B”
Options”) which features a 5,000SF branch library and studio space for Concord TV. A

detailed review of project alternatives is presented herein.

4~
L

Schematic Design Options: Exhibit 1 contains preliminary floor plans and site plans for
cach building option. Again, in accordance with instructions provided by the City
Council during its August 2014 meeting, three (3) base option designs have been
prepared for the project, titled Option 1A - 3A. The three basic options look at the
following:
o Preservation of the 1965 portion of the building, plus new construction (Options
1A and 1B);

e Complete demolition and new construction (Options 2A and 2B);
e Preservation and renovation of a portion of the circa 1940 portion of Dame
School plus new construction (Options 3A and 3B).

These efforts represent roughly a 10% complete design. The “A” options reflect the
city’s core program, including: a turf field, collegiate gymnasium, multipurpose room
with catering kitchen, a senior lounge, a large multipurpose room capable of being used
for functions or small performances, multipurpose rooms, as well as locker rooms and
various support spaces. In addition, all base options include office space for the Parks
and Recreation Department. Exhibit 2 contains a detailed space program for all three

options.

The “B” options include all amenities in the base “A” options plus a 5,000SF branch
library and 3,000SF studio for Concord TV. A basic summary of each option, building
size, and construction cost is described below. Construction estimates were prepared by
Milestone Engineering and Construction, a well-respected general contractor based here
in Concord with excellent knowledge of the local construction market

Option Description Square Construction | Cost/
Footage (SF) Cost SF
1A Renovate 1965 + New Construction 69,580 $14,156,407 | $203.46 |
1B Renovate 1965 + Library & Concord TV 77,520 $16,110,201 | $207.82
2A Full Demolition & New Construction 63,160 $14,104,235 | $223.31
2B Full Demolition + Library & Concord TV 76,460 $16,807,782 | $219.82
3A | Renovate 1940 + New Construction 68,990 $14,060,815 | $203.81
3B | Renovate 1940 + Library & Concord TV 84,330 $17,370,132 $205.§§j
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Branch Library & Concord TV Studio: In accordance with the City Council’s directive
last August, staff and the design team developed alternative building concepts, which
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included a branch public library and headquarters for Concord TV.
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below.

a. Library: Based upon input from the Library Foundation and Board of Directors,
as well as the new Library Director, concepts for a 5,000SF Library were
developed for Options 1A — 3B. Subject to the development of final space
programs, the branch library would generally have an “open concept”
configuration, but would feature distinct spaces for children, teens, and adults.
The facility would also feature customary amenities such as computers and other
technology for use by the public, an exterior patio, and self-serve coffee station.
Staffing for the facility would include: 1 branch library director (40 hours / week,
1 FTE, multiple part-time library technicians (72 hours / week, 1.8 FTEs), as well
as multiple library pages (32 hours / week, 0.8 FTEs). Construction cost

estimates detailed in the table below also include $300,000 for fixtures,

furnishings, and equipment.

Option 1B Option 2B Option 3B
Library Size (Square Feet) 5,000 5,000 5,000
Construction Cost $1,333,621 $1,478,209 $2,180,823
Less Fundraising {5133,362) ($147,821) (5218,082)
Net Cost to be Bonded $1,200,259 51,330,388 51,962,741
Debt Service Year 1 (3%, 20 Years) $96,021 $106,431 $157,019
Operating Expenses (Year 1) $302,589 $302,589 $302,589
Revenues (Year 1) SO SO S0
Total Operating & Debt Service Costs (Year 1) $398,610 $409,020 $459,608
Tax Rate Impact (Year 1) $0.11 50.11 $0.12
Percent increase of Tax Rate (Over 2014 City 1.13% 1.16% 1.30%
Portion of Tax Rate $9.38)
Cost to $200,000 Home (Year 1) $21.18 $21.74 $24.42

b. Concord TV: Again, in accordance with City Council instructions, and based
upon input from Concord TV, Options 1B — 3B include a 3,000SF space for
Concord TV. Please see the table included on the following page for more
information about construction costs, operating costs, and potential revenues.

As the City Council knows, Concord TV’s current annual operating budget is
$274,145 (FY 2013 / 2014), or which 94.5% is supported by the City through our
Cable Franchise Fees. Currently, Concord TV does not pay rent for space it
occupies at the former Dame School or Concord High School. However, Concord
TV does share a portion of revenues generated by instructional programs at the
former Dame School with the City, which amounts to approximately $4,000
annually (net). Outside of telephone and internet service, Concord TV does not

pay for any utilities for the spaces it occupies either.
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[f the City and Concord TV wished clude a new headquarters and studio in

n
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the new City Wide Multi-Generational C vmmumty Lenter, there are two basic

1 L
options available, as follows:
o Fundraising Option: First, Concord TV could embark on a capital

campaign to raise all the moneys required to construct this space. Again,
please see the table below for construction estimates. It is important to
note that estimates exclude fixtures, furnishings, and equipment (FFE).

© Rental Option: Secondly, Concord TV could enter into a lease with the
City to rent space from the City. The term of the lease should be 20 years
to correspond with the City’s debt service for construction of the space.
Under this approach, Concord TV would likely be subject to local
property taxes in accordance with RSA 72:23, I. In addition, any lease
should be structured using a Triple Net approach, as this would allow the
City to appropriately account for inflation associated with utilities,
common area maintenance costs, and property taxes.

© Hybrid Fundraising and Rental Option: Lastly, Concord TV could secure
some dollars through fundraising, which could be transferred to the City to
partially finance construction costs. This would result in a direct savings
to the City, which, in turn, would allow the City to reduce the lease rates

presented in the table below.

Should the City Council wish to include Concord TV in the project, City
Administration would recommend the rental approach, or the hybrid option
involving partial fundraising and reduced rent.

Option 1B Option 2B Option 3B
Concord TV Studio Size (Square Feet) 3,000 3,000 3,000
Construction Cost $620,172 $706,926 51,128,494
Less Fundraising S0 S0 S0
Net Cost to be Bonded $620,172 $706,926 $1,128,494
Debt Service Year 1 (3%, 20 Years) 549,614 $56,554 $90,280
Operating Expenses (Year 1) $26,786 526,786 526,786
Revenues (Year 1) 576,400 $83,340 $83,340
Rental Rate Charged to Concord TV $25.47 $27.78 $27.78
per SF of Space (Year 1)
Subtotal - CTV General Fund Subsidy SO S0 533,725
Tax Rate Impact (Year 1) S0 S0 5001
Percent Increase of Tax Rate (Over 0.00% 0.00% 0.10%
2014 City Portion of Tax Rate $9.38)
Cost to $200,000 Home (Year 1) $0.00 $0.00 $1.79
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Based upon debt service projections to construct space for Concord TV, as well as
anticipated utility and maintenance costs for the new facility, the City would need
to rent this space to Concord TV for approximately $77,000 - $84,000 per year (or

approximately $25.50 to $28 / SF for 3,000SF of rentable space).

Regarding Option 3B, rent was capped at just under $84,000 (the same charged
for Option 2B) in recognition of Concord TV’s financial circumstances. In order
to cover the full amount of anticipated debt service and operating costs, actual
rent would need to be increased from $84,000 to approximately $117,000 in Year
1. Because of Concord TV’s financial limitations, City Administration capped
rent at the same level as option. Therefore the taxpayers would need to support
the difference of $33,725 in Year 1. The cost to a $200,000 home would be $1.79
in Year 1.

Should the City Council desire to include Concord TV in the project, then the
City Council should establish a firm deadline for Concord TV to make a decision
in a timely manner regarding whether it will be a part of the project per the terms
above. A timely decision is needed in order to allow the project to move forward
on a reasonable schedule.

4. Elimination of Preschool: As the City Council will recall, the 2011 space program for

}J’l

the new facility included a 2,000SF +/- preschool. In August 2014, the City Council
asked the City Administration to evaluate the feasibility of including a preschool /
childcare facility as part of the project. Based upon discussions with potential providers,
the City Administration eliminated a preschool from consideration for two primary
reasons. First, the anticipated rental rates for the space were likely to be cost prohibitive
based upon preliminary construction estimates and common area operating costs.
Secondly, due to shifting demographic trends, demand for preschool / daycare space
anecdotally appears to be not as great as once thought.

Construction Costs Estimates, Fundraising, and Tax Rate Implications:

a. Historical Cost Estimate and FY2015 CIP: As the City Council knows the
adopted FY2015 Capital Improvement Program (CIP) included $11.4 million in
FY2016 for the construction of the new City Wide Community Center. This
figure included construction administration by the design team. Of the $11.4
million budget, the CIP called for $1.125 million (or 10% of total construction
cost) to be raised by donations. The residual $10.275 million was to be financed
with a general obligation bond supported by the taxpayers.

This cost estimate was developed in the fall of 2010. It is noteworthy that the
estimate was developed at the height of the “Great Recession”, which began in
September 2008. The estimate has not been adjusted for inflation since. Over the
five ensuing years, the “Great Recession” has abated and construction costs have
increased. Therefore, adjusting the 2010 estimate for inflation, more current
pricing would be on the order of $14.55 million for the preferred design option
developed as part of the 2011 feasibility study. This adjustment is predicated on a
5% / year inflation rate for the past 5 years, compounded. This is in keeping with
cost estimates developed for Options 1A, 2A, and 3A by the design team.
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b. Cost Estimates, Anticipated Tax Rate Impacts: As part of the schematic desi gn
effort, construction cost estimates were developed for all three base options, as
} .

well as the alternate scenarins featuring a library and Concord TV studio space.
Exhibit 3 contains tables which set forth cost estimates and anticipated tax rate

¢. Fundraising: As previously reviewed with the City Council last August, City
Administration would engage a private consultant to develop and implement a
comprehensive fundraising strategy for the project. The selection of a consultant
will be accomplished using a Request for Proposals process.

Preliminary research suggests that a successful fund raising strategy may rely
upon sale of naming rights for certain components of the project (such as the turf
field or gymnasium). To achieve this, the City must amend its current naming
rights policies and procedures which specifically preclude such possibilities. The
City may also “sell” sponsorships for smaller fixtures or furnishings throughout
the facility.

Compensation requirements for a fundraising consultant will not be set until a
consultant is engaged. However, based upon preliminary discussions with local
fundraising professionals, the cost of a capital campaign typically runs 5 — 7% of
the total amount to be raised. Pending City Council’s approval, the City
Administration plans to utilize a portion of the remaining project budget to start
this effort. The balance of the capital campaign consultant’s fee would be secured
by increasing the project’s fundraising goal to cover the costs of the campaign.

Based on research completed for other similar projects, City Administration
believes that 10% of total construction cost is an ambitious but achicvable goal
for the project. Prior to embarking on a fundraising campai gn, the City Council
must have realistic understanding and expectation of when fundraised dollars
might be received. Specifically, for these types of projects, it is normal for the
majority of fundraised dollars to materialize after construction has started, as most
funders want assurances that the project will actually happen. Plus seeing the
project underway gives donors a better sense of the final product, as well as how
or where in the facility their donation might specifically be used. Lastly, the City
Council must fully recognize that in the event fundraising efforts fall short, the
City will need to bond any residual funds needed to complete the project.

6. Financial Pro Formas: As the City Council knows, a business plan and operating pro
forma were developed as part of the 2011 needs assessment and feasibility study effort.
Again, the consultant for that effort was Ballard King, a recreational consulting firm
based in Colorado. Ballard King has been re-engaged by the City to update the 2011 pro
forma as part of this effort.

Please see Exhibit 4 for summary financial pro formas for each project option,
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Ballard King developed pro formas for all 6 project options (base project options 1A —
3A and the alternate options 1B - 3B, which feature the library and Concord TV). While
Ballard King’s projections generally anticipate that operating revenucs gencrated by the
facility will generally cover its operating costs, thereby essentially breaking even during
its first full year of operations, the facility’s revenues will never be sufficient to cover
debt service for the facility. Therefore, debt service costs will remain an obligation of the
City’s General Fund for the entire 20 year bond term, which will be paid for directly by

the taxpayers.

City Administration recommends that the new community center be managed as a special
revenue fund. This is the same model used for other revenue generating operations
managed by the City, such as the Beaver Meadow Golf Course, Everett Arena, Parking
System, as well as the Water and Sewer Systems. This consideration, coupled with the
fact that the Community Center will be a new venture for the City, City Administration
feels it is prudent to take a more conservative approach to predicting potential revenues
for the facility. As such, Year 1 revenues were reduced by 30%, and five year
projections developed by Ballard & King were modified by City Administration to
provide for slower revenue growth / stabilization during the initial 5 years of operation.

As aresult, the financial pro formas included in Exhibit 4 include a subsidy from the
General Fund in order to support annual debt service and operating costs for all design
options during the initial 5 years of operation. Should actual revenues and expenditures
track closer to the Ballard & King pro forma, then the subsidy from the General Fund
would be reduced accordingly until revenues cover expenditures in full.

The following table provides a summary of the total General Fund subsidy required to
support the project (debt service and operating costs), net of revenues generated by the
new community center. Tax rate increases are based on the current municipal portion of
the tax rate ($9.38 / $1,000 of assessed valuation), as set in November 2014,
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Summary of Projected Year 1 General Fund Subsidy & Tax Rate Impacts for
New City-Wide Community Center

Option 1 Option 2 Option 3
1A 1B 2A 2B 34 3B
Renovate |Renovate 1965] Allnew |[All New + Library, | Renovate 1940 +| Renovate
1965+ New | +Library & | Construction| Concord TV, & 2 New 1940 +
Construction| Concord TV Add'l Multi- Construction Library &
Purpose Rooms Concord TV
BASE PROJECT
General Fund Subsidy §1,224,556 $1,224,556 $1,173,899 $1,173,899 $1,209,604 51,209,604
{Capital + O&M Cost)
Tax Rate Impact $0.33 50.33 $0.31 $0.31 $0.32 $0.32
Tax Rate % Increase 3.47% 3.47% 3.33% 3.33% 3.43% 3.43%
{Over 2014)
LIBRARY
General Fund Subsidy N/A $398,610 N/A 5409,020 N/A 5459,608
{Capital + O&M Cost)
Tax Rate Impact N/A 50.11 N/A $0.11 N/A 50.12
Tax Rate % Increase N/A 1.13% N/A 1.16% N/A 1.30%
{Over 2014)
CONCORD TV
General Fund Subsidy N/A S0 N/A 50 N/A 833,725
{Capital + O&M Cost)
Tax Rate Impact N/A $0.00 N/A 50.00 N/A 50.01
Tax Rate % Increase N/A 0.00% N/A 0.00% N/A 0.10%
{Over 2014)
ADD'L MULTI-PURPOSE
ROOMS
General Fund Subsidy N/A N/A N/A $11,785 N/A N/A
{Capital + O&M Cost)
Tax Rate Impact N/A N/A N/A 50.003 N/A N/A
Tax Rate % increase N/A N/A N/A 0.03% N/A N/A
(Over 2014)
Total General Fund $1,224,556 §1,623,166 $1,173,899 $1,594,704 $1,209,604 $1,702,937
Subsidy
Total Tax Rate Impact $0.33 $0.43 $0.31 50.42 50.32 $0.45
Total Rate % Increase 3.47% 4.60% 3.33% 4.52% 3.43% 4.82%
{Over 2014)
Annual Cost to
Taxpayers
$100,000 Home (Year 1) $32.54 $43.13 $31.19 $42.37 $32.14 $45.25
5200,000 Home (Year 1) $65.07 $86.26 $62.38 $84.74 $64.28 $90.50
$300,000 Home (Year 1) 597.61 $129.39 593,57 §127.12 $96.42 $135.74

.
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Analysis of Alternatives & Preferred Options: Exhibit 5 contains an analysis of 24
criteria used to evaluate each building option. Based upon those criteria, staff
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rccommends that the City proceed with Option 2A.

City Administration recommends Option 2A for the following reasons:

e Option 2A is the least expensive available (both from a capital and operating cost
perspective), thereby minimizing impacts upon the taxpayers.

e All new construction allows for a more efficient, smaller, compact building to
manage, operate, and keep secure.

e As compared with other options, Option 2A’s all new construction will also be
more energy efficient compared to renovation with respect to heating and cooling
costs.

e The proposed design offers maximum ability to expand the building in the future
to accommodate long-term City needs.

Please refer to Exhibit 5 for more information.

Alternatives to Building New Community Center Project: Given the cost of the
preferred design option (Option 2A); it would be natural for the community to want to
explore other alternatives geared toward renovating existing Dame School and 1977
Heights Community Center (Gym).

The former Dame School is 47,855SF. The 1977 Heights Community Center (Gym) is
5,600SF. Both structures suffer from deferred maintenance and programmatic
limitations, which will need to be addressed should the City delay moving forward with
the new City Wide Community Center Project.

If the City Council wanted to pursue this option, recommended renovations would
include, but would not be limited to, parking lot repairs, asbestos abatement, cleaning and
repointing of masonry, new roofing and windows (Dame only), flooring and acoustical
improvements, new heating / cooling / ventilation systems, new fixtures / furnishings /
equipment, as well as various electrical improvements. The cost to renovate both
structures is estimated to be approximately $7.473,000 (design, construction, and
contingency in 2015 dollars).

This significant investment would only yield modest improvements for the City’s
recreation system. While renovations would include improvements to core facilities
(restrooms, hallways, etc.), the large multipurpose room (i.e. former cafeteria),
modification of some classrooms to be more functional for community use (aerobics
classes, dance instruction, etc.), as well as improved acoustical and flooring
improvements at the existing 1977 gymnasium. However, this option would not include
a turf field, walking track, or more functional collegiate size gym.

While this option costs approximately half that of Option 2A, staff does not recommend
pursuing this option for the following reasons:
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e Simply renovating Dame School will not yield any expanded proerammatic offerings
p y ] g
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to the community. Further, while the building has a supply of 18 classrooms, there is

a practical limitation to how these spaces can be used for recreational purposes due to
their size (900SF — 1,000SF), relatively low ceiling heights, and window placement.

o This alternative would not include a turf field or walking track, thereby not meeting
key community needs.

e  While the existing gymnasium would be renovated, it would remain undersized and
thereby not meet anticipated community needs.

9. Letters of Intent: The success of this project will depend on community groups making
commitments to use the facility at pricing carried within the City’s financial pro formas.
Much like a private real estate development, if there is a not sufficient level of
commitment from potential tenants and users to give the City Council confidence to
move forward, then the City should refrain from constructing this project as the absence
of revenues generated by the facility would place a significant financial burden on the
taxpayers.

The Parks and Recreation Director has begun the process to secure letters of intent from

athletic leagues and other potential users of the proposed facility. These shall be
provided to the City Council under separate cover as they are received.

10. Available Budget. As partof the FY2014 and 2015 budgets, the City Council has
appropriated $781,375 for this project. To date, the City has spent approximately
$142,519 on schematic design efforts (based on total contracts of approximately
$171,100). Sufficient funding remains to complete final design, subject to City Council
authorization to proceed. Accounting for consulting contracts previously negotiated for
final design, the City has approximately $44,000 available in the project. Of this total,
$18,000 would be used to support design of the library (if sclected by the City Council),
as it was not in the original contract for design services. This would leave a net available
0f $26,000 as project contingency and seed money for a fundraising consultant.

I'1. Tentative Schedule & Next Steps: In the event the City Council selects a preferred
design and elects to proceed with the project, staff envisions the project would proceed in
accordance with the schedule below.

e March 9, 2015: City Council public hearing on schematic design options,
construction costs, and financial pro formas. Ideally, City Council selects a final
design option and authorizes the City Administration to proceed with final desi gn.

e April 13,2015:
o Extra City Council meeting if needed to make select a preferred desi gn option
and authorizes final design.

o Deadline for Concord TV to commit to the project per general terms set forth
within this report.
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May 2015:
o Commence final design.

o Commence process to engage a capital campaign consultant.

June 2015: Adoption of FY2016 City Budget and Capital Improvement Program.
Decision to include funding for construction of preferred design.

July 2015: Engage capital campaign consultant.

September 2015: Completion of Final Design and RSA 674:54 development
consultation process.

October 13, 2015:
o Presentation of final design to the City Council.

o Presentation of fundraising plan to City Council.
o Authorization to bid construction in early 2016.
November — December 2015: Complete bid package for construction.
January 2016: Bid construction.
March 2016: Receive bids.
April 2016: Start construction.

July 2017: Project completed, facility open.



