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Management:
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than by unpredictable or reactive actions. AG E N DA
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FACILITY SERVICES

« FACILITY CONDITION ASSESSMENT Acquisitions
- CAPITAL PLANNING
- ADA TRANSITION PLANS

Disposition
* ENERGY AUDITS AND COMMISSION

* CMMS CONSULTING
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PROJECT SCOPE

FACILITY CONDITION ASSESSMENTS

* Record condition of facilities and their
components

* |ldentify Short Term & Long-Range Needs
* Propose priorities
e Estimate replacement costs for upcoming years

ZERO NET ENERGY ASSESSMENT
* |dentify potential energy savings measures

* Propose a framework for reducing or eliminating
fossil fuel usage
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FACILITY ASSESSMENT
APPROACH




METHODOLOGY

Kick-Off
Phase

Field

Phase

* Kickoff Meeting
* Review Documents
*Scheduling

* |Interviews and
Questionnaires

*Building
Inspections

*Record Assets &
Condition

* ldentify
Deficiencies

Reporting
Phase

Final
Deliverable
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Facility Conditions Assessment Findings

Deliver Draft Facility
Reports

*Cost Estimates

*Expenditure
Forecasts

*FCI - Facility
Condition Index

* Present Findings

*Deliver Final
Reports

* AssetCALC
Database
Delivery




Site

Exterior & Building Envelope

Roof & Rooftop Systems
Interiors
Mechanical Systems -

HVAC, Electrical, Plumbing,
Fire




Condensing Unit/Heat Pump, Split System, 8 to 10
Asset Details Cost Inventory 2_1399] D.3;032
M O B I L E DATA CO LL ECTI O N Label Condensing Unit’Heat Pump, Split System, 8 AssetTag CU-2 nm

to 10 Ton, Replace =

LTSS

<

Quantity 1 e Capacity 8.7 TON Make Carrier
- Location Main Roof (C, Model 38ARZ012---501LA =
pr— . |
= Field Data Entry | Library Technology Center i o _E
Coun S Calc s  Plan Type Performance/Integrity Safety Serial 0406G30088 m
Overview Struc Facade Roof Interior Elevator Plum HVAC Elec Fire Of Modernization/Adaptation =~ Accessibility Environmental B d i
arcode i
Elevations Building Info Space Photos Plans / Sketches / Certificates Excellent Good Poor Failed NA e
. o . Year !
1405; k Built R ted
Building Name Monterey | : Co'ifi'i‘;';i”'debw Installed 2006 {Bu 4 Renovate
Library Technology Center o ® Actual/Stamped Reported Estimated
}a Age  EUL RUL
i 14 15 3
Stock
Set GPS Q Private
Notes
100% complete e
Complete : Add to > i
© 2 Close 88 Duplicate il Delete Coie «# Sketch & Voice Note
EXTRA PHOTO| |EXTRA PHOTO | |[EXTRA PHOTO
Rear Picnic Area Rear Elevation Right Elevation
Library Technology Center Size Buit  Renovated
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SETTING PRIORITIES: Condition Evaluation

Condition Ratings

New or very close to new

Satisfactory as-is, minor signs of normal wear

Fair Showing signs of wear and use but still satisfactory - midlife

Poor significantly aged, flawed, unreliable, deferred maintenance

_ Ceased functioning

Not Applicable Not present — e.g. a proposed upgrade

Example:
B3011 - Roof, Built-Up, Bitumen EUL 20 Years

=
\ »
i
;

Excellent Good Fair oor Failed
RUL 20 to 19 (>95% of EUL) RUL 18 to 13 (>66% EUL left) RUL12to 3 RUL2to1 RUL 0
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FACILITY CONDITION INDEX

FACILITY BUILDING RELATED NEEDS

CONDITION

Rating the Overall Facility INDEX(ECI)

BUILDING REPLACEMENT VALUE

The Current Year FCl is the ratio of Immediate Repair Costs to the building’s
Current Replacement Value.

FCI CONDITION RATING DEFINITION PERCENTAGE VALUE

In new or well-maintained condition, with no visual ) )
Excellent evidence of wear, soiling or other deficiencies. 0% to 5%

Subjected to wear and soiling but is still in a serviceable

Good and functioning condition. > 5% to 10%

: Subjected to hard or long-term wear. Nearing the end of . .
Fair its useful or serviceable life. > 10% to 30%

Has reached the end of its useful or serviceable life. .
Renewal is now necessary. > 60%
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Example:

)
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FCIl Analysis: Bernice A. Ray School

Replacement Value: 534,938,400

Facility Condition Index (%)

30

20

10

2022

2023 2024

s | unabated

2025

Inflation Rate: 3.0%

2026 2027 2028 2029

I Reserve costs, escalated

Average Needs per Year: $348,600

$3,000,000

$2.000,000

$1,000,000

2030 2031 2032

Deferred costs, escalated

EXCELLENT $G

Estimated costs, escalated
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20 YEAR NEEDS & FCI

Facility (year built) Cost/SF Total

SF

Replacement
Value

Curmremnt

Excellent

Good

Fair

10-Year

[ Bemice A. Ray School (1970) 2430 81,252
Frances C. Richmond Middle School (2005) 2430 105,000
Hanover High School 2430 190,000

Marion Cross School 5430 57250
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534,938,360
545,150,000
551,700,000

524,617,500

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

2.1%

900
55,000
30

$508,800

0.0%

0.2%

3.0%

2.2%

$14000 16%
3100400  31%
$2.433200 59%

5535300  4.9%

575,700
$1,369,700
54,845,700

$1,202.100

20.7%

11.3%

15.4%

7.9%

57,219,400
55,119,500
$12,588,900

51,954,900



ANTICIPATED NEEDS ($) Current, 3-Year, 5-Year,
10-Year (Cumulative)

® Current m 3-Year

Marion Cross School
m 5-Year m 10-Year

Hanover High School

Frances C. Richmond Middle School (2005)

Bernice A. Ray School (1970)
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FCI Analysis: Bernice A. Ray School Bernice A. Ray
Replacement Value: 534,938,400 Inflation Rate: 3.0% Average Needs per Year: $348 600
$ - —— $4,000,000
POOR
i'-lu\
N $3,000,000
f—
]
D 20
=]
=
-
8
e $2.000,000
5 :
-
Q
Q
—
e -
E-E LA FAIR
]
'-tIE $1,000,000
----- GOOD
(@ 0 == EXCELLENT $0
St/ 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029 2030 2031 2032
vER ﬁig mmm | unabated I Reserve costs, escalated Deferred costs, escalated

Estimated costs, escalated



FORECAST BY TRADE Bernice A. Ray

Bernice A Ray M O0-5Year M6-10Year W 11-20 Year

$0.0M $0.5M $1.0M $1.5M $2.0M $2.5M $3.0M $3.5M $4.0M

Structure =~ 2,546

$92,730
Facade u14’342

494,283 $306,677
Interiors $1,379,896

Conveying = $43,336

Plumbing I 228 %08
$1I9_|,\9I?£c\ $554,717 $1,554,726 ———
Fire Protsgélt?gn_\\‘_jsoo $132,345
Electrical , St -

. . 758,298
Fire Alarm & Electronic Systems 2

55,407
Equipment & Furnishings _5_:\51291,324208

) . $94,074
Special Construction & Demo  ===_ " $42,709

. $35,665 141,24
Site Development S i $241,615

Site Utilities s 5172767

———$212,804
(@) Site Pavement _$476'681
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KEY FINDINGS - Priorities Bernice A. Ray

Interior Wall in Poor condition. Priority Score: 84.9 Foundation System in Poor Priority Score: 90.8
condition. Plan Tvoe:
Concrete Plan Type: Performance/inte rity
Bemice A. Ray School Mechanical room Performance/Integrity Concrete or CMU Walls wfout Footings °
’ Bernice A. Ray School Building exterior Cost Estimate: $2 400
| Uniformat Code: C1010 Cost Estmate: $500 Uniformat Code: A1010
- Recommendation: Repair in 2022 I Recommendation: Concrete or CMU Walls $$
$3 wlout Footings in 2024

Cracking on concrete foundation. Repair is recommended. - AsseiCALC ID: 4714434

. ) o Flooring in Poor condition. Priority Score: 81.8
Athletic Surfaces & Courts in Poor Priority Score: 82.8 oan T
iti v Vinyl Tile (WVCT), w/ Asbestos Abatement an lype: )
condition. Flan Type: Bernice A. Ray School Classroom Supply Performance/Integrity
i Closets
Basketball/General, Asphalt Pavement Performance/Integrity ose Cost Estimate: $10,000
Berice A. Ray School Site : . Uniformat Code: C2030
Cost Esfimate: $100 Recommendation: Replace in 2024 $99%
Uniformat Code: G2050
Recommendation: Seal & Stripe in 2024 $$

Classrooms have shared supply closet that have asbestos. 1970s original flooring. 10000-20000 a year for
asbestos abatement. - AssetCALC ID- 4714399

Isolated cracking on basketball court - AssetCALC ID- 4714357
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Frances Richmond Middle &chovol

FCI Analysis: Frances C. Richmond Middle School

Replacement Value: 545,150,000 Inflation Rate: 3.0% Average Needs per Year: $465,500
l$F - $6,000,000
POOR

- =
= £
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egi g === ], unabated I Reserve costs, escalated Deferred costs, escalated




FORECAST BY TRADE Frances Richmond Middle School

B O0-5Year W6-10Year MW 11-20 Year

Frances Richmond Middle School

$0.0M $0.2M $0.4M $0.6M $0.8M $1.0M $1.2M $1.4M $1.6M $1.8M $2.0M

_—$990
Structure o
$4,000

$2,687
~ $683,580
Facade

+

Roofing
$443,163 6566353
$11,400
Conveying 599,803
_ $90,928
Plumbing 5225359
$102,005 $645,253
HVAC w
$6,955
) o, 146,777
Fire Protection e . ..
_ $828,612
Electrical 2125057
: . 841,366
917
: _ : 596,413
Equipment & Furnishings $54,992
$202,667

Site Utilities

Site Development mmm— $77 408

Site Pavement - P185725

)
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KEY FINDINGS - Priorities Frances Richmond Middle
School/

. Unit Ventilator in Poor condition.  Priority Score: 81.8
Exterior Walls in Poor condition. Priority Score: 88.9

approx/nominal 3 Ton Plan Type: _
Concrete Block (CMU) Plan Type: _ Frances C. Richmond Middle School Performance/Integrity
Frances C. Richmond Middle School Building ~ Performance/integrity & Gymnasium

Exterior Cost Estimate: $54,000
Uniformat Code: D3030

Cost Estimate: $4,000 |
24 Recommendation: Replace in 2024 $55%

Uniformat Code: B2010
Recommendation: Repair/Repoint in 2022 $9

Hard to maintain. Units have a history of failing. - AssetCALC 1D: 4714517

Exterior wall is recommended for repointing - AssetCALC ID- 4714639

Exhaust Fan Priority Score: 58.8
W— Basement Wall in Poor condition.  Priority Score: 86.9 Industrial Dust Collection, 3 HP Motor, 2000 PlanType:
: CFM Retrofit’/Adaptation
any type, Waterproofing of Exterior Face Plan Type: ) Frances C. Richmond Middle School Wood o
Frances C. Richmond Middle School Building ~ Performance/Integrity Working Classroom Cost Estimate: $5,000
exterior )
Cost Estimate: $1,000 Uniformat Code: D3060 $$
Uniformat Code: A2010 Recommendation: Replace in 2024
Recommendation: Replace in 2022 $9

Complaints about not enough ventilation in wood working classroom. This is a cost allowance to either

) ) upgrade current system or install an additional system. - AssetCALC 1D: 4833777
Moisture on exterior walls of classrooms 810 and 800. - AssetCALC 1D 4714541
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FCI Analysis: Marion Cross School

Marion Cross School/

Replacement Value: 524 617,500 Inflation Rate: 3.0% Average Needs per Year: $177.800
B0 s $2,000,000
POOR
ﬂ
N $1,500,000
Snar
>
@ 20
=)
=
o
2
e
= $1,000,000
5 .
=
o
O
>,
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= 10— i R SRS R - RRRES ——- R FAIR
O
iy $500,000
----- GO0
u EXCELLENT $G

2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029 2030 2031 2032

= | unabated

B Reserve costs, escalated Deferred costs, escalated

Estimated costs, escalated



FORECAST BY TRADE Marion Cross School

W O0-5Year mM6-10Year m11-20 Year

Marion Cross School

S0.0M S0.2M S0.4M S0.6M S0.8M S1.0M S1.2M $1.4M S1.6M $1.8M
Facade > (miasincs 359,167
$519,337
$353,009

. $187,153
INteriOrs | S v— §1i033i235
. $31477
conveylng h $113l730
Plu mbi ng S%

299,750
HVAC oSl $667,992

Fire Protection * S7'4033,142

. $53,219
Electrical ° $1,635,397

. . 145,045
Fire Alarm & Electronic Systems e S0

$19,821
) - $50,450
Equipment & Furnishings _—_\ $44.472

Special Construction & Demo ° jf'7$11951579

$26,904

_ $63,028
Site Development w00

. 93,730
Site Pavement HSl o1
170,563
(%) Site Utilities A_—b_ 434,500

BUREAU
VERITASI  Faeility Conditions Assessment Findings



KEY FINDINGS - Priorities Marion Cross School

Parking Lots in Poor condition. Priority Score: 84.9

Suspended Ceilings in Poor Priority Score: 81.8
Pavement, Asphalt Plan Type: _ condition. _
Buildings and Site Marion Cross School North ~ Performanceintegrity Esr?org]g%ceﬂntegﬁw

E  Enirance Parking Acoustical Tile (ACT)
Buildings and Site Marion Cross School Cost Estimate: $3 500

Throughout building

Cost Estimate: $21,0(

Uniformat Code: G2020
Recommendation: Mill & Overlay in 2023 $99

Uniformat Code: C1070 $3

Isolated areas of asphalt cracking and pothole - AssefCALC [D: 4512349 Recommendation: Replace in 2024

Isolated ceiling tiles damaged by leaks. Replacement is recommended to prevent mold issues. - AsselC)

Roofing in Poor condition. Priority Score: 88.9
: Storm Drainage System in Poor Priority Score: 86.9
Single-Ply Membrane, EPDM Plan Type: o condition ge Sy
| Buildings and Site Marion Cross School Roof ~ Ferformance/integrity 8, ' Plan Type:
Uniformat Code: B3010 Cost Estimate: $71,500 . Inlets & Underground Piping, All-Inclusive Performance/Integrity
Recommendation: Replace in 2022 Buildings and Site Marion Cross School Rear ¢t Eotimate: $105,000
$$$$ Flayground Area
. _ Uriformat Code: G3030 $559
Roof is aged and worn out. Leaks have occurred and are patched up as needed. Prior moisture analysis Recommendation: Replace in 2022

report showed isolated areas of moisture issues. - AssetCALC 1D: 4512411

BUREAU
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FCI Analysis: Hanover High School Hanover High School
Replacement Value: 581,700,000 Inflation Rate: 3.0% Average Needs per Year. 31,104,400
1 $15,000,000
POOR

20 $10,000,000

10 $5,000,000

Facility Condition Index (%)

(@ 0 . Excerient 90

2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029 2030 2031 2032

-t === | unabated

B Reserve costs, escalated Deferred costs, escalated

Estimated costs, escalated



FORECAST BY TRADE Hanover High School

M O0-5Year MW6-10Year m11-20 Year

Hanover High School

$0.0M $5.0M $10.0M $15.0M $20.0M $25.0M $30.0M

$18,621 1
Structure | <7730,
$81,362

- — 1,738,918
Roofing | 453905

27,127
> $2,430,443

Interiors $1,978,141
$76,490

. $22,801
Conve\g?r;’g376 (g $105,881

; $41,560
Plumbin ’
$678§53 T $506,907
HVAC™] : 25,846,930
i : 294,720
Fire Protection = 2%
$1,101,310 - $33,730
Electrical w
$569,125 $87,203
i ; 1,280,063
Fire Alarm & Electronic Systems 6875.959
$140,062 ,
i .y 51785781
Equipment & Furnishings  sa32

Special Construction & Demo . ¢4 090

. $275,089 $173,094
Site Development $2.770,557

$74,801
(@) Site Pavement $497,339
W) $63,654 $138,155
e Site Utilities $115,038
BUREAU

$43,647
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KEY FINDINGS - Priorities Hanover HS

Roofing in Poor condition. Priority Score: 88.8 | Athletic Surfaces & Courts in Poor Priority Score: 82.9
- <. Single-Ply Membrane, TPO/PVC Plan Type: _ = condition. Plan Type: _

: Hanover High School Roof Performance/Integrity Track Surface, Rubber Performance/Integrity
Uniformat Code: B3010 Cost Estimate: $567,800 Hanover High School Site Cost Estimate: $207 500
Recommendation: Replace in 2024 Uniformat Code: G2050

$$$$ Recommendation: Replace in 2023 $$$$

The white TPO areas of the roof were reportedly last replaced in 1991 and there are reported leaks that The track surface is slated to be replaced. - AsseiCALC 1D 4728301
periodically anise. Overall, the membrane is still functional but given its age and the prevalence of leaks, roof

replacement is forecast in the near-term timeframe. - AssetCALC D: 4728420 Fences & Gates in Poor condition. Priority Score: 81.9

% | Storage Tank in Poor condition. Priority Score: 85.8 " O8N S Fence, Chain Link 6' Plan Type: _
$ / ; Hanover High School Site Performancef/Integrity
Site Fuel, Underground Plan Type: _ .
Hanover High School Site Performance/Integrity | Uniformat Code: G2060 Cost Estimate: $15,800
) Recommendation: Replace in 2023
Uniformat Code: G3060 Cost Estimate: $60,000 $$9

Recommendation: Replace/lnstall in 2024

$$$$ There are sections of the chain link fence that are excessively aged and recommended for replacement. -
AssetCALC ID: 4728228

The underground fuel oil tank has exceeded it estimated useful life. The tank will require replacement in the
near future to ensure the safety and performance of the system. - AssetCALC 1D 4728267
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FORECAST BY TRADE Dresden Athletic Fields

W 6-10 Year W 11-20 Year

Dresden Athletic Fields

$0.0M $0.1M $0.2M $0.3M $0.4M $0.5M $0.6M $0.7M $0.8M $0.9M $1.0M

0
Equipment & Furnishings -
—— $37,979

0
Special Construction & Demo -
— $77,854

$853,975

Site Development —-
— $55,179

. —— $268
Site Pavement 2

)
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KEY FINDINGS - Priorities Dresden Athletic Fields

Roadways in Poor condition. Priority Score: 84.9

S8 pavement, Asphalt Plan Type: _
_ Dresden Athletic Fields Roadway Performance/Integrity
Uniformat Code: G2010 Cost Estimate: $1,000

Recommendation: Repair in 2022

$%

)

BUREALU
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NET ZERO ENERGY AUDIT

e Step 1: Reduce Energy Consumption

* Reviewed current energy performance
« Recommended energy upgrades

ENERGY STAR® Energy Performance Scorecard

ENERGY STAR® Energy Performance Scorecard ENERGY STAR® Energy Performance Scorecard

ENERGY STAR® Energy Performance Scorecard

Bernice A. Ray School

Marion Cross School Frances C. Richmond Middle

Hanover High School

BUREAU

School
For Year Ending June 30, 2022 For Year Ending December 31, 2021 For Year Ending June 30, 2021
For Year Ending June 30, 2022
Property Address 2 Resenvorfoad Property Address 22 Church Street Property Address 41 Lebanon Street
lanover, New Hampshire Norwich, Vermont 05055 Property Address. 63 Lyme Road Hanover, New Hampshire
03755 Hanover, New Hampshire 03755
Primary Function K-12 School 03755
Primary Function K-12 School Primary Function K-12 School
out of 100 out of 100 Primary Function K-12 School
Gross Floor Area () 5135 out of 100 Gross Floor Area (f) 57,250 e out of 100 ioss Fisor Arsa 163000
Year built 1898 rass Floor Area !
Year built 1970 o = Year built 2007
ear bul
- Energy Use persq. ft”  39kBlu
Energy Use persq.ft.” 436 kBl g
Energy Use persq. fi” 700 kBlu Energy Use per sq. ft"  94.8 kBtu
L ] I i L 1
1t T 1100 1 T 1100 14 1100 1t T 1100
Least ] Most Least ) ) Most Last rl Most Least Most
Efficient National Median Efficient Efficient National Median Efficient Efficient N“m""amm Efficient Efficient National Median Efficient
What is the ENERGY STAR Score? Learn more at: Whatis the ENERGY STAR Score? Leam more at: What is the ENERGY STAR Score? e What is the ENERGY STAR Score? Learn more at:
The ENERGY STAR score rates commercial buikding's energy ta " d The ENERGY STAR score rates commercial buiding’s energy energystar.gov/scorecard The ENERGY STAR score rates commercial building's e The ENERGY STAR score rates commercial building's energy " / rd
periomance relaiive 1 similar buldings natiomeide. Expressed as a energystar.gov/scorecar performance relafive to similar buildings nationwide. Expressed as a d Mot Ll ot e energystar.gov/scorecard performance relative 1o similar buldings naomwide. wsa energystar.gov/scoreca
number on a simple 1-100 scale, the Score raies performance on a number on a simple 1-100 scale, the score rates performance on a T

percentile basis: a building with a score of 50 performs better than 50%
of ts peers. Higher scores mean better energy efficiency, resuling in

less energy use and fewer greenhouse:
for a specific buiding type has nat been

s emissions. If a 1-100 score

developed, Site Energy Use:

Intensity (EUI) will be desplayed on this scorecard

“Site energy use

o~ United Suates
SEPA e

Date Generated: January 05, 2023

percentile basis: a building with a score of 50 performs better than 50%
of its peers. Higher scores mean befter energy efficiency, resulting in
less energy use and fewer greenhouse gas emissions. If a 1-100 score
for a specific building type has not been developed, Site Energy Use
Intensity (EUI) will be displayed on this scorecard

“Site energy use

o United States.
7 Environmental Protection
Agency

Date Generated: December 05, 2022

percentile basis: a building with a score of 50 performs better than 50%
of its peers. Higher cores mean better energy efficency, resulting in
les3 energy use and fewer greenhouse gas emissions. If a 1-100 score

for a specific building
Intensity (EUI) will be displayed on this scorecard.

“Site energy use

SEPA L e
Agwner

type has not been developed, Site Energy Use

Date Generated: January 09, 2023

number on a simple 1-100 scale, the score rates performance on a
percentile basis: a building with a score of 50 performs better than 50%
of its peers. Higher scores mean betler energy eficiency, resulting in
less energy use and fewer greenhouse gas emissions. If a 1-100 score
for a specific building type has not been developed, Site Energy Use

Intensity (EUI) will be dispiayed on this scorecard.

“Site energy use

0 A i
SEPA 555 o
Agency

Date Generated: March 10, 2023

VERITAS
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NET ZERO ENERGY AUDIT

* Step 2: Net-Zero Improvements

« Evaluated replacement of fossil fuel-burning
equipment

» Reviewed adding renewable energy — Solar
photovoltaic

« Suggested timeline for implementation

Net-Zero Project Schedule

1< ! !/ | _Jlol 4 ] 2 ] 3 | 4 | 5 [ 6 [ 7 [ 8 ] 9 [ 40| ¢ 4243 ] 14 [ 15 | |

Action Atiributes Cost/Unit Quantity Inv:::l:lent 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029 2030 2031 2032 2033 2034 2035 2036 2037 Total
1 All Non- Package $76,868 $76,868 $76,868 $76,868
2 |install Solar PV System 571 kW $3,189,287 1 $3,189,287 $637.857 $637,857 $637.,857 $637.,857 $637.857 $3,189,287
3 |install New EI ical Sevk 460V, 600A $51,210 1 $51,210 $51,.210 $51,210
Replace propane kiichen range with
4 electric model 6-bumer $10,500 1 $10,500 $10,500 $10,500
5 |install Heat Pump Boiers 1,386 MBH $462,000 1 $462,000 $462,000 $462,000
6 |Decommission Oi Boillers 4,835 MBH $12,500 3 $12,500 $12,500 $12,500
7 |Remove Fuel Storage Tank 1 10,000 GAL $15,000 1 $15,000 $15,000 $15,000
& |Removen Fuel Storage Tank 2 1,000 GAL $1,000 1 $1,000 $1,000 $1,000
Totals $3,818,365 $0 | $76,868 $0 $637,857 $0 $637,857 $0 $637,857 | $10,500 |$637.857 | $0 $637,857 $0 $0 $51,210 $490,500 $3,818,265
Escalated at 3% inflafion $0 | $78,483 $0 $664,944 $0 $673,082 $0 $678,916 | $11,215 | $683,477| $0 $687,225 $0 $0 $55,544 $533,043 $4,065,931

\ /

BUREAU
VERITASI  Faeility Conditions Assessment Findings




BUREAU
VERITAS

THANK YOU

6021 University Blvd., Suite 200
Ellicott City, Maryland 21043



