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Philadelphia Industrial Correctional Center

Responsible official: Commissioner, Philadelphia Prison System

Contact: Thomas Shields, Warden, Philadelphia Industrial Correctional Center, 8301 State Road, Philadelphia, PA 19136, 215-335-7104
Architect: Jacobs, Wyner, Ehrenfrantz, 1232 Chancellor Street, Philadelphia, PA 19107, 215-985-0900
Construction Manager: Morrison-Knudsen Parametric Co., P.O. Box 7808, Boise ID, 83729, 208-386-5000

Groundbreaking: July 1984
Finish date: June 1986
Construction time: 24 months

Total: $46,000,000

Building only: $44,500,000

Final construction cost: Higher
Housing area: Unknown

Housing per inmate: Unknown
Housing per cell: Unknown

Total per inmate: $70,769

Total per GSF: $164.28

Total per NSF: Unknown

Total annual operating costs: Unknown

Structural: Steel frame

Exterior walls: CMU block, brick

Interior walls: CMU block

Exterior surface or facade: Brick, CMU
block

Electronic technology systems: CCTV
surveiflance, staff intercommunication,
paging and sound system, duress/fire
alarm, door control/monitoring, custom
control panels, perimeter detection/alarm,
satellite/cable

Total GSF: 280,000
Total NSF: Unknown

Corrections GSF: 280,000
Corrections NSF: Unknown
Housing area GSF: 126,020
Housing area NSF: 79,586

GSF per inmate (design): 431

GSF per inmate (current): 316

NSF per inmate (design): Unknown
NSEF per inmate (current): Unknown
Size of cells: 70 (single)

Net/gross square feet: Unknown

General population
Single occupancy: 600
Double occupancy: 0
Dorms: 0
Special population
Single occupancy: 50
Double occupancy: 0
Dorms: 0
Total design: 650
Current population: January 1992: 885

o

Design: Modular/pod
Cells per unit: 50
Inmates per unit (design): 50
Inmates per unit (current): 70
Management type (design): Direct
supervision
Management type (current): Direct
supervision
Means to handle crowding: Second bunk
permanently attached
Total officers per umit
Day: 2
Evening: 2
Midnight: 1

Contract method:
build, multiple bid packages (fast track)

Finance method: Lease-purchase through
municipal authority via sale bonds

Use of inmate labor: None

Use of prefabrication: None

Conentio de31gn-b1-

Y,

b

Door material(s): Steel

Type(s) of doors: Swinging

Type(s) of locks: Motor driven and remote
locking

Floor surface: Carpet, sealed concrete, vinyl
tile

Intercom: One-way to common areas,
inmate duress alarm

HVAC: Forced air

Plumbing: Stainless steel

Fumniture: Wood, vinyl/plastic

Fire protection: Smoke detectors and
sprinklers for cells and common areas

Windows: Slit

T —— ‘?W

Perimeter: Building exterior only, double

fence, razor wire on fence(s), perimeter
patrols; costs included
Inmate security level
Maximum: 61%
Medium: 39%
Minimum: 0

focs R
Full-time equivalent
Administration: 9

Security: 290
Programs and treatment: 47
Maintenance: 19
Total: 365
Current inmate/staff ratio: 2.4:1
Contracted services: Medical, equipment
service contracts

o BESHEERE Z:
Factors affecting construction costs
Positive: Simple const. methods, phased
const. (fast track); less expensive materials

Negative: Difficult site conditions; gov.
procedures/regulations; complex electronic,
mechanical, and electrical systems

Factors affecting time schedule

Positive: Simple construction methods,
phased construction (fast track);
coordination of design

Negative: Stow response or delivery from
vendor/supplier; complex electronic,
mechanical, and electrical systems

NS e
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State Correctional Institution at Waymart

Responsible official: Commissioner, Pennsylvania Department of Corrections

Contact: Charles H. Zimmerman, Superintendent, State Correctional Institution at Waymart, Route 6, P.O. Box 256, Waymart, PA 18472,

717-488-2500
Architect: Multiple
- Construction Manager: N/A

Groundbreaking: Unknown
Finish date: October 1989
Construction time: Unknown

Total: $14,000,000

Building only: Unknown

Final construction cost: Higher

Housing area: Unknown

Housing per inmate: Unknown

Housing per cell: Unknown

Total per inmate; $13,658

Total per GSF: $28.44

Total per NSF: $32.18

Total annnal operating costs: $30,837,000

- %@ Y@

Slrucmral Modular metal ce]ls

Exterior walls; Brick

Interior walls: Cast-in-place concrete, brick

Exterior surface or facade: Brick

Electronic technology systems: CCTV
surveillance, staff intercommunication,
paging and sound system, duress/fire
alarm, perimeter detection/alarm, satellite/
cable

TotaI GSF 492 206

Total NSF: 435,045
Corrections GSF: 492,206
Corrections NSF: 435,045
Housing area GSF: 200,708
Housing area NSF: 121,320
GSF per inmate (design): 480
GSF per inmate (current): 484
NSF per inmate (design): 424
NSF per inmate (current): 428
Size of cells: 95 (single and double)
Net/gross square feet: 88%

General populatlon
Single occupancy: 8
Double occupancy: 160
Dorms: 823
Special population
Single occupancy: 14
Double occupancy: 20
Dorms: 0
Total design: 1,025
Current population: April 1993: 1,017

Demgn Lmear cells on outsu:ie wallsand

building interior
Cells per unit: Unknown
Inmates per unit (design): Unknown
Inmates per unit (current): Unknown
Management type (design): Intermittent
surveillance, direct supervision
Management type (current): Intermittent
surveillance, direct supervision
Means to handle crowding: Bunk beds in
cells, beds in dayroom
Total officers per unit
Day: 15
Evening; 15
Midnight: 13

Conlzact method Convenuonai design-bid-
build

Finance method: Fixed financing rate

Use of inmate labor: None

Use of prefabrication: Moderate;
prefabrication of some units

Door maxerlal(s) Wood, steel

Type(s) of doors: Swinging

Type(s) of locks: Manual locking

Floor surface: Lino/sheet vinyl, epoxy
coating, sealed concrete, vinyl tile

Intercom: Two-way to common areas

HVAC: Steam heat, forced air, electric heat
pumps, air-conditioning

Plumbing: Stainless steel, china, stainless
steel combination unit

Furniture: Steel, wood

Fire protection: Smoke detectors and
sprinklers for common areas, manual
alarm stations

Windows: Standard and bars, special
security and screens

Perimeter: Building exterior only, single
fence, perimeter patrols and detection/
alarm, razor wire on fence(s), video
camera surveillance; costs excluded

Inmate security level
Maximum: 4%

Medium: 20%
Minimum: 76%

Fu]l-tlme equivalent
Administration: 48
Security: 196
Programs and treatment: 48
Maintenance: 63
Total: 355
Current inmate/staff ratio: 2.9:1
Contracted services: Medical

Factors aﬂ'ectmg constructlon costs

Positive: Prefabricated components

Negative: Slow construction and lengthy
building time, difficult site conditions,
quality of materials

Factors affecting time schedule

Positive: Coordination of design

Negative: N/A
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York County Prison

Responsible official: President, York County Commissioners

Contact: Richard J. Hahn, Warden, York County Prison, 3400 Concord Road, York, PA 17402, 717-771-9599
Architect: BASCO Associates, 611 West Market Street, York, PA 17404, 717-843-3854
Construction Manager: Quandel, 4309 Lingelstown Road, Suite 114, Hasrisburg, PA 17112, 717-657-0909

Groundbreaking: November 1990
Finish date: October 1992
Construction time: 23 months

E

Total: $16,085,105

Building only: $15,453,746

Final construction cost: Lower

Housing area: Unknown

Housing per inmate: Unknown

Housing per cell: Unknown

Total per inmate: $25,860

Total per GSF: $110.10

Total per NSF: Unknown

Total annual operating costs: $6,600,000

R L WER: TP

Structural: Steel frame, precast plank on
load-bearing masonry

Exterior walls: Precast panels, CMU block

Interior walls: CMU block

Exterior surface or facade: Textured
concrete, CMU block

Electronic technology systems: CCTV
surveillance, staff intercommunication,
inmate intercom, paging and sound
system, duress/fire alarm, door control/
monitoring, custom control panels,
satellite/cable

Total GSF: 146,100

Total NSF: Unknown

Corrections GSF: 146,100
Corrections NSF: Unknown
Housing area GSF: Unknown
Housing area NSF: Unknown

GSF per inmate (design): 235

GSF per inmate (current): 239

NSF per inmate (design): Unknown
NSF per inmate (current): Unknown
Size of cells: 70 (single), 100 (double)
Net/gross square feet: Unknown

General population
Single occupancy: 96
Double occupancy: 328
Dorms: 0
Special population
Single occupancy: 30
Double occupancy: 24
Dorms: 144
Total design: 622
Current population: March 1992: 612

Design: Modular/pod
Cells per unit: 32
Inmates per unit (design): 64
Inmates per unit (current): 100
Management type (design): Remote
surveillance
Management type (current): Remote
surveillance, direct supervision
Means to handle crowding: Beds in
dayroom, second bunk permanently
attached
Total officers per unit
Day: 3
Evening: 3
Midnight: 3

Contract method: Multiple bid packages
(fast track)

Finance method: Local general obligation
bonds

Use of inmate Jabor: None

Use of prefabrication: Limited; precast roof
plank, concrete floor and wall panels

Door material(s): Steel

Type(s) of doors: Sliding

Type(s) of locks: Motor driven and remote
locking, manual locking

Floor surface: Sealed concrete

Intercom: Two-way to common areas,
inmate duress alarm

HVAC: Gas heat, forced air

Plumbing: China, stainless steel
combination unit

Furniture: Steel _

Fire protection: Smoke detectors and
sprinklers for common areas, manual
alarm stations

Windows: Special security

Perimeter: Double fence, razor wire on
fence(s), perimeter patrois; costs included
Inmate security level
Maximum: 54%
Medium; 23%
Minimum: 23%

Full-time equivalent
Administration: 11
Security: 179
Programs and treatment: 12
Maintenance: 10
Total: 212

‘ Current inmate/staff ratio: 2.9:1

Contracted services: Medical

Factors affecting construction costs

Positive: Simple construction methods,
good competition

Negative: Slow construction and lengthy
building time, special security needed to
keep part of facility operational

Factors affecting time schedule

Positive: Simple construction methods,
phased construction (fast track);
coordination of design

Negative: Slow response or delivery from
vendor/supplier, special security needed to
keep part of facility operational
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Bee County Jail

Responsible official: Sheriff, Bee County

Contact: Robert L. Horn, Sheriff, Bee County Jail, 407 Hillside Drive, Beeville, TX 78102-5300, 512-362-3221
Architect: Di Stefano/Santopetro Architects, Inc., 10260 Westheimer, Suite 390, Houston, TX 77042, 713-953-9032
Construction Manager: N/A

Groundbreaking: June 1988
Finish date: July 1989
Construction time: 13 months

sy iz

Total: $2,660,000

Building only: $2,575,000

Final construction cost: Lower
Housing area: Unknown

Housing per inmate: Unknown
Housing per cell: Unknown

Total per inmate: N/A

Total per GSF: $92.36

Total per NSF: $112.71

Total annual operating costs: Unknown

Structural: Load-bearing precast panels,
concrete columns and steel beams

Exterior walls: Precast panels

Interior walls: CMU block, steel plate

Exterior surface or facade: Textured
concrete

Electronic technology systems: Lighting
protection, CCTV surveiliance, staff
intercommunication, inmate intercom,
duress/fire alarm, door control/monitoring

Total GSF: 28,800

Total NSF: 23,600

Corrections GSF: 22,000
Corrections NSF: 18,000

Housing area GSF: 22,000

Housing area NSF: 18,000

GSF per inmate (design): 172

GSF per inmate (current): Unknown
NSF per inmate (design): 141

NSF per inmate (current): Unknown
Size of cells: 58.5 (single), 520 (dorm)
Net/gross square feet: 82%

General population
Single occupancy: 34
Double occupancy: 0
Dorms: 48

Special population
Single occupancy: 2
Double occupancy: 0
Dorms: 44

Total design: 128

Current population: Unknown

Design: Linear, cells on building interior
Cells per unit: Unknown
Inmates per unit (design): Unknown
Inmates per unit (current): Unknown
Management type (design): Intermittent and

remote surveillance
Management type (current): Unknown
Means to handle crowding: Unknown
Total officers per umit

Day: Unknown

Evening: Unknown

Midnight: Unknown

Contract method: Conventional design-bid-
build

Finance method: Local general obligation
bonds .

Use of inmate labor: None

Use of prefabrication: None

Door material(s): Steel

Type(s) of doors: Sliding

Type(s) of locks: Motor driven and remote
locking

Floor surface: Epoxy coating, sealed
concrete, vinyl tile

Intercom: Two-way to cells and common
areas

HVAC: Electric

Plumbing: Stainless steel combination unit

Fumiture: Steel

Fire protection: Smoke detectors for cells
and common areas

Windows: Unknown

Perimeter: Building exterior only, video
camera surveillance; costs included
Inmate security level
Maximum: 28%
Medium: 38%
Minimum: 34%

Full-time equivalent
Administration: Unknown
Security: Unknown
Programs and treatment: Unknown
Maintenance: Unknown
Total: Unknown

Current inmate/staff ratio: Unknown

Contracted services: Unknown

Factors affecting construction costs

Positive: Simple construction methods,
good competition

Negative: Slow construction and lengthy
building time; complex electronic,
mechanical, and electrical systems

Factors affecting fime schedule

Positive: N/A

Negative: Slow response or delivery from
vendor/supplier, labor problems, weather
problems
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Caldwell County Jail

Responsible official: Sheriff, Caldwell County

Contact: Dian Bolton, Jail Administrator, Caldwell County Jail, 202 East San Antonio Street, P.O. Box 422, Lockhart, TX 78644,

512-398-4343
Architect: Di Stefano/Santopetro Architects, 10260 Westheimer, Suite 390, Houston, TX 77042, 713-953-9032
Construction Manager: N/A

Groundbreakmg Aprl] 1989
Finish date: September 1990
Construction time: 17 months

Total: $3,000,000

Building onty: $2,860,000

Final construction cost: Lower
Housing area: Unknown

Housing per inmate: Unknown
Housing per cell: Unknown

Total per inmate: N/A

Total per GSF: $92.31

Total per NSF: $96.77

Total annual operating costs: Unknown

Structural: Load-bearing precast panels,
concrete columns and steel beams

Exterior walls: Precast panels

Interior walls: CMU block, steel plate

Exterior surface or facade: Paint, textured
concrete

Electronic technology systems: Lighting
protection, CCTV surveillance, staff
intercommunication, inmate intercom,
duress/fire alarm, door control/monitoring

Total GSF 32,500

Total NSF: 31,000
Corrections GSF: 24,500
Corrections NSF: 23,000
Housing area GSF; 24,500
Housing area NSF: 23,000
GSF per inmate (design): 220
GSF per inmate (current): 175
NSF per inmate (design): 209
NSF per inmate (current): 164
Size of cells: 58.5 (single), 492 (dorm)
Net/gross square feet: 95%

General populatlon
Single occupancy: 50
Double occupancy: O
Dorms: 48
Special population
Single occupancy: 2
Double occupancy: 0
Dorms: 48
Total design: 148
Current population: April 1993 140

De51gn Lmear, cells on bmldmg mterlor

* Celis per unit: 1

Inmates per unit (design): 48

Inmates per unit (current): 48 »

Management type (design): Intermittent and
remote surveillance

Management type (current): Direct
supervision '

Means to handle crowding: Transfer to
another facility

Total officers per unit
Day: Unknown
Evening: Unknown
Midnight: Unknown

Contract method: Convenuonal dcs1gn bld—
build

Finance method: Local genelal obligation
bonds

Use of inmate labor: None

Use of prefabrication: None

Door material(s): Steel

Type(s) of doors: Sliding

Type(s) of locks: Motor driven and remote
locking

Floor surface: Sealed concrete, vinyl tile

Intercom: Two-way to cells and common
areas

HVAC: Heating/air circulation, electric

Plumbing: Stainless steel combination unit

Fumitare: Steel

Fire protection: Smoke detectors for cells
and common areas

‘Windows: Unknown

Penmetcr Bulldmg exterior only, video
camera surveillance; costs included
Inmate security level
Maximum; 35%
Medium: 33%
Minimum: 32%

Full tlme equlvalent
Administration: Unknown
Security: Unknown
Programs and treatment: Unknown
Maintenance: Unknown
Total: Unknown

Current inmate/staff ratio: Unknown

Contracted services: Unknown

Factors affecting construction costs

Positive: Simple construction methods,
good competition

Negative: Government procedures and
regulations

Factors affecting time schedule

Positive: Simple construction methods

Negative: Slow response or delivery from
vendor/supplier, weather problems,
government procedures and regulations
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Federal Correctional Institution—Three Rivers

" Responsible official: Director, Federal Bureau of Prisons

Contact: Phi]ip Spears, Warden, Federal Correctional Institution—Three Rivers, P.O. Box 4000, Three Rivers, TX 78071, 512-786-3576
Architect: Hellmuth, Obata & Kassabaum, Inc., 6688 North Central Expressway, Suite 700, Dallas, TX 75206, 214-739-6688
Construction Manager: N/A

Groundbreaking: Unknown
Finish date: June 1990
Construction time: Unknown

Total: $54,800,000

Building only: $46,000,000

Final construction cost: Lower

Housing area: $14,700,000

Housing per inmate: $14,440

Housing per cell: Unknown

Total per inmate: $51,407

Total per GSF: $116.15

Total per NSF: $169.97

Total annual operating costs: $17,300,000

Structural; Steel frame, precast concrete
cells

Exterior walls: CMU block

Interior walls: Precast panels, CMU block

Exterior surface or facade: Stucco, CMU
block

Electronic technology systems: Lighting
protection, CCTV surveillance, staff
intercommunication, inmate intercorm,
paging and sound systern, duress/fire
alarm, door control/monitoring, card
access, custom control panels, perimeter
detection/alarm, satellite/cable

Total GSF: 471,789
Total NSF: 322,414
Corrections GSF: 471,789
Corrections NSE: 322,414
Housing area GSF: Unknown
Housing area NSF: Unknown
GSF per inmate (design): 443
GSF per inmate (current): 312
NSF per inmate (design): 302
NSF per inmate (current): 213
Size of cells: 77 (single and double)
Net/gross square feet: 68%

General population
Single occupancy: 256
Double occupancy: 512
Dorms: 250
Special population
Single occupancy: 48
Double occupancy: 0
Dorms: 0
Total design: 1,066
Current population: May 1993: 1,513

Design: Modular/pod
Cells per unit: 128
Inmates per unit (design): 192
Inmates per unit {(current): 292
Management type {(design): Direct
supervision
Management type (current): Remote
surveillance, direct supervision
Means to handle crowding: Transfer to
another facility, bunk beds in cells
Total officers per unit
Day: 2
Evening: 1
Midnight: 1

Contract method: Conventional design-bid-
build

Finance method: Federal funds

Use of inmate labor: None

Use of prefabrication: Moderate; cells
prefabricated

Door material(s): Steel

Type(s) of doors: Swinging

Type(s) of locks: Manual lockmg

Floor surface: Vinyl tile

Intercom; N/A

HVAC: Gas heat, forced air

Plumbing: China, stainless steel
combination unit in special housing

Fumniture: Steel, wood, vinyl/plastic

Fire protection: Sprinklers

Windows: Standard and bars

P

Perimeter: Double fence, perimeter patrols
and detection/alarm, razor wire on and
between fence(s), video camera
surveillance; costs excluded

Inmate security level
Maximum: 0
Medium: 80%

Minimum: 20%

Full-time equivalent
Administration: 45
Security: 129
Programs and treatment: 136
Maintenance: 25
Total: 335
Current inmate/staff ratio: 4.5:1
Contracted services: Unknown

Factors affecting construction costs

Positive: Prefab components; simple
construction methods, phased construction
(fast track); good competition

Negative: Slow construction; high labor costs;
difficult site conditions; complex electronic,
mechanical, and electrical systems

Factors affecting time schedule

Positive: Prefab components; simple
construction methods, phased construction
(fast track); advanced order of materials;
coordination of design

Negative: Slow response or delivery from
vendor/supplier; labor problems; complex
electronic, mechanical, and electrical
systems
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Frio County Jail

Responsible official: Sheriff, Frio County

Contact: Gabriel DelToro Jr., Sheriff, Frio County Jail, 505 Cedar Street (at Leona Street), Pearsall, TX 78061, 512-334-3311
Architect: Di Stefano/Santopetro Architects, Inc., 10260 Westheimer, #390, Houston, TX 77042, 713-953-9032
Construction Manager: N/A

Groundbreaking: Sepreniber 1987
Finish date: June 1988
Construction time: 9 months

Total: $3,100,000

Building only: $3,018,000

Final construction cost: Lower
Housing area: Unknown

Housing per inmate: Unknown
Housing per cell: Unknown

Total per inmate: N/A

Total per GSF: $77.50

Total per NSF: $36.83

Total annual operating costs: Unknown

Structural: Load-bearing precast panels,
concrete columns and steel beams

Exterior walls: Precast panels

Interior walls: CMU block, steel plate

Exterior surface or facade: Textured

concrete

FElectronic technology systems: Lighting
protection, CCTV surveillance, staff
intercommunication, inmate intercom,
duress/fire alarm, door control/monitoring

Total GSF: 40,000

Total NSF: 35,700

Corrections GSF: 30,000

Corrections NSF: 27,000

Housing area GSF: 30,000

Housing area NSF: 27,000

GSF per inmate (design): 176

GSF per inmate (current): Unknown

NSF per inmate (design): 159

NSEF per inmate (current): Unknown

Size of cells: 58.5 (single), 383.5 (double),
1,424.5 (dorm)

Net/gross square feet: 89%

General population
Single occupancy: 50
Double occupancy: 6
Dorms: 40

Special population
Single occupancy: 2
Double occupancy: O
Dorms: 72

Total design: 170

Current population: Unknown

Design: Linear, cells on building interior
Cells per unit: Unknown
Inmates per unit (design): Unknown
Inmates per unit (current): Unknown
Management type (design): Intermittent

surveillance
Management type (current): Unknown
Means to handle crowding: Unknown
Total officers per unit

Day: Unknown

Evening: Unknown

Midnight: Unknown

Contract method: Conventional design-bid-
build

Finance method: Private-sector funds

Use of inmate labor: None

Use of prefabrication: None

Door material(s): Steel

Type(s) of doors: Sliding

Type(s) of locks: Motor driven and remote
locking -

Floor surface: Epoxy coating, sealed
concrete, vinyl tile

Intercom: Unknown

HVAC: Electric

Plumbing: Stainiess steel combination unit

Fumiture: Unknown

Fire protection: Unknown

Windows: Unknown

Perimeter: Building exterior only, single
fence, video camera surveillance; costs
included

Inmate security level
Maximum: 31%

Medium: 69%
Minimum: 0

Full-time equivalent
Administration: Unknown
Security: Unknown
Programs and treatment: Unknown
Maintenance: Unknown
Total: Unknown

Current inmate/staff ratio: Unknown

Contracted services: Unknown

Factors affecting construction costs

Positive: Good competition

Negative: N/A

Factors affecting time schedule

Positive: Simple construction methods,
advanced order of materials

Negative: N/A
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Lew Sterrett Justice Center

Responsible official: Sheriff, Dallas County

Contact: Chuck Fawns, Director, Lew Sterrett Justice Center, Dallas, TX 79202, 214-653-8704

Architect: Vitetta Group, Inc., 642 North Broad Street, The Wallace Building, Philadelphia, PA 19130;
Harwood K. Smith & Partners, 1111 Plaza of America North, LB 307, Dallas, TX 75201, 214-969-5599

Construction Manager: N/A

Groundbreaking: Unknown
Finish date: March 1991
Construction time: 24 months

Building only: Unknown

Finat construction cost: Lower
Housing area: Unknown

Housing per inmate: Unknown
Housing per cell: Unknown

Total per inmate: Unknown

Total per GSF: Unknown

Total per NSF: Unknown

Total annual operating costs: Unknown

Structural: Precast concrete
Exterior walls: CMU block-fitled panels,
brick
Interior walls: Structural clay tile block
units, reinforced CMU block
Exterior surface or facade: Brick face
Electronic technology systems: CCTV
surveillance, staff intercommunication,
inmate intercom, paging and sound
system, duress/fire alarm, door control/
monitoring, custom control panels,
satellite/cable

Total GSF: 59,914

Total NSF: 41,931

Corrections GSF: 59,914
Corrections NSF: 41,931

Housing area GSF: 59,914

Housing area NSF: 41,931

GSEF per inmate (design): 141

GSF per inmate (current): Unknown
NSF per inmate (design): 99

NSF per inmate (current): Unknown
Size of cells: 246 (dorm)

Net/gross square feet: 70%

General population
Single occupancy: 0
Double occupancy: 0
Dorms: 352

Special population
Single occupancy: 13
Double occupancy: 0
Dorms: 60

Total design: 425

Current population: Unknown

Design: Linear, cells on interior walls
Cells per unit: 1
Inmates per unit {design): 8
Inmates per unit (current): Unknown
Management type (design): Intermittent and
remote surveillance
Management type (current): Intermittent
surveillance
Means to handle crowding: Mattresses on
floor, second bunk permanently attached
Total officers per unit
Day: 1
Evening: 1
Midnight: 1

Contract method: Unknown

Finance method: State general obligation
bonds

Use of inmate labor: Limited; demolition
and painting

Use of prefabrication: None

Door material(s): Steel

Type(s) of doors: Sliding

Type(s) of locks: Motor driven and remote
locking '

Floor sutface: Epoxy coating

Intercom: Two-way to cells and common
areas

HVAC: Forced air

Plumbing;: Stainless steel combination unit

Furniture: Steel, concrete

Fire protection: Smoke detectors for dorms
and common areas, manual alarm stations

Windows: Slit

Perimeter: Building exterior only, perimeter
detection/alarm, video camera
surveillance; costs excluded

Inmate security level
Maximum: 100%

Medium: 0
Minimum: 0

Full-time equivalent
Administration; Unknown
Security: Unknown .

Programs and treatment: Unknown
Maintenance: Unknown
Total: Unknown
Current inmate/staff ratio: Unknown
Contracted services: Unknown

Factors affecting construction costs

Positive: Simple construction methods,

“ phased construction (fast track); good
competition

Negative: Difficult site conditions; complex
electronic, mechanical, and electrical
systemns

Factors affecting time schedule

Positive: Advanced order of materials,
coordination of design

Negative: Renovation occurred in
operational areas
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Nacogdoches County Law Enforcement Center

Responsible official: Sheriff, Nacogdoches County

Contact: Jack West, Jail Administrator, Nacogdoches County Jail, 2306 Douglas Highway, Nacogdoches, TX 75961, 409-560-7783
Architect: Di Stefano/Santopetro Architects, Inc., 10260 Westheimer, Houston, TX 77042, 713-953-9032
Construction Manager: N/A

Groundbreaking: November 1988
Finish date: January 1990
Construction time: 13 months

Total: $3,999,000
Building only: $3,914,000
Final construction cost: Lower
Housing area: Unknown

Housing per inmate: Unknown
Housing per cell: Unknown

Total per inmate: N/A

Total per GSF: $97.54

Total per NSF: $105.24

Total annual operating costs: $612,367

Structural: Load-bearing precast panels,
concrete columns and steel beams

Exterior walls: Precast panels

Interior walls: CMU block, steel plate at
detention

Exterior surface or facade: Textured
concrete

Electronic technology systems: Lighting

protection, CCTV surveillance, staff

intercommunication, inmate intercom,

duress/fire alarm, door control/monitoring

Total GSF: 41,000

Total NSF: 38,000
Corrections GSF: 29,000
Corrections NSF: 27,000
Housing area GSF: 29,000
Housing area NSF: 27,000
GSF per inmate (design): 196
GSF per inmate (current): 220

"NSF per inmate (design): 182

NSF per inmate (current): 205
Size of cells: 58.5 (single), 533 (dorm)
Net/gross square feet: 93%

General population
Single occupancy: 50
Double occupancy: 0
Dorms: 48
Special population
Single occupancy: 2
Double occupancy: 0
Dorms: 48
Total design: 148
Current population: January 1992: 132

Design: Linear, cells on interior of building
Cells per unit: 8
Inmates per unit (design): 8
Inmates per unit (current): 8
Management type (design): Intermittent
surveillance, direct supervision
Management type (current): Intermittent
and remote surveillance
Means to handle crowding: N/A
Totat officers per unit
Day: 4
Evening: 4
Midnight: 4

Contract method: Conventional design-bid-
build

Finance method: Local general obligation
bonds

Use of inmate labor: None

Use of prefabrication: None

Door material(s): Steel

Type(s) of doors: Sliding

Type(s) of locks: Motor driven and remote
locking, electromechanical

Floor surface: Sealed concrete, vinyl tile

Intercom: Two-way to cells and common
areas

HVAC: Other energy recycle unit, electric

Plumbing: Stainless steel combination unit

Fumniture: Steel

Fire protection: Smoke detectors for cells
and common areas

Windows: Unknown

Perimeter: Bﬁilding exterior only, v1cie0

camera surveillance; costs included
Inmate security level

Maximum: 34%

Medium: 34%

Minimum: 32%

Fuli-time equivalent
Administration: Unknown
Security: Unknown
Programs and treatment: Unknown
Maintenance: Unknown
Total: Unknown

Current inmate/staff ratio: Unknown

Contracted services: Medical

Factors affecting construction costs

Positive: Simple construction methods,
good competition

Negative: Complex electronic, mechanical,
and electrical systems

Factors affecting time schedule

Positive: Simple construction methods

Negative: Slow response or delivery from
vendor/supplier
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Rusk County Sheriff’s Department

Responsible official: Sheriff, Rusk County

Contact: Dale Summers, Lieutenant, Rusk County Sheriff’s Department, 210 Charlevoix, Henderson, TX 75652, 903-657-3581
Architect: Creative Environmental Concepts, Inc., 1313 South John Redditt, Lufkin, TX 75901, 409-637-6969
Construction Manager: N/A

Groundbrea]qng Unknown
Finish date: February 1988
Construction time: Unknown

Total $3 040 510

Building only: $2,815,510

Final construction cost: Lower
Housing area: Unknown

Housing per inmate: Unknown
Housing per cell: Unknown

Total per inmate: N/A

Total per GSF: Unknown

Total per NSF: Unknown

Total annual operating costs: $382,115

Structural Cast-m-plaoe concrete ﬁame

Exterior walls: CMU block, brick

Interior walls: CMU block

Exterior surface or facade: CMU block

Electronic technology systems: CCTV
surveillance, staff intercommunication,
inmate intercom, duress/fire alarm, door

control/monitoring, custom control panels,

TFotal GSF: Unknown

Total NSF: Unknown

Corrections GSF: Unknown
Corrections NSF: Unknown
Housing area GSF: Unknown
Housing area NSF: Unknown

GSF per inmate (design): Unknown
GSF per inmate (current): Unknown
NSF per inmate (design): Unknown
NSF per inmate (current): Unknown
Size of cells: N/A '
Net/gross square feet: Unknown

General population
Single occupancy: 26
Double occupancy: 0
Dorms: 54
Special population
Single occupancy: 0
Double occupancy: O
Dorms: 0
Total design: 80 :
Current population: February 1993: 80

Design: Linear, cells on outside walls
Cells per unit: 15
Inmates per umit (design): 15
Inmates per unit (current): 15
Management type (design): Intermittent
surveiliance
Management type (current): Intermittent
surveillance ,
Means to handle crowding: N/A
Total officers per unit
Day: 3
Evening: 3
Midnight: 3

Door material(s): Steel

Type(s) of doors: Swinging

Type(s) of locks: Remote locking only

Floor surface: Sealed concrete.

Intercom: Two-way to cells and common
areas

HVAC: Heating/air circulation only

Plumbing: Stainless steel

Fumniture: Steel

Fire protection: Smoke detectors for cells
and common areas, manual alarm stations

‘Windows: Special security

Penmeter Building exterior only, penmeter
patrols and detection/alarm; costs included
Inmate security level
Maximum: 100%
Medium: 0
Minimum: 0

gl

' -time equlvalent
Administration: 1
Security: 12
Programs and treatment: 0
Maintenance: 0
Total: 14

Current inmate/staff ratio: 5.7:1

Contracted services: N/A

Factors affectmg constructlon costs
Positive: N/A

Negative: NJA

Factors affecting time schedule
Positive: N/A

Negative: N/A

satellite/cable Contract method: Unknown
Finance method: Unknown
Use of inmate labor: Unknown
Use of prefabrication: Unknown
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Oxbow Jail Facility

Responsible official: Sheriff, Salt Lake County

Contact: Captain Dan Ipson, Oxbow Jail Facility, 3152 South 1100 West, South Salt Lake City, UT 84119, 801-974-7727
Architect: Gillies, Stransky, Brems & Smith Architects, 175 South Main Street, Salt Lake City, UT 84101, 801-521-8600
Construction Manager: N/A

Groundbreaking: July 1990
Finish date: October 1991
Construction time: 15 months

Total: $9,731,250
Building only: $9,731,250

Final construction cost: Lower

Housing area: $6,834,000

Housing per inmate: $18,571

Housing per cell: Unknown

Total per inmate: $26,443

Total per GSF: $82.15

Total per NSF: $100.18

Total annual operating costs: $2,947,335

Structural: Load-bearing CMU block with
metal deck and steel joists

Exterior walls: CMU block

Interior walls: CMU block

Exterior surface or facade: CMU block

Electronic technology systems: CCTV

surveillance, staff intercommunication,

inmate intercom, door control/monitoring,

custom control panels, satellite/cable

Total GSF: 118,455
Total NSF: 97,130
Corrections GSF: 118,455
Corrections NSF: 97,130
Housing area GSF: 83,186
Housing area NSF: 75,878
GSF per inmate (design): 322
GSF per inmate (current): 643
NSF per inmate (design): 264
NSF per inmate (current): 528
Size of cells: Unknown
Net/gross square feet: 82%

General population
Single occupancy: 0
Double occupancy: 0
Dorms: 368
Special population
Single occupancy: 0
Double occupancy: 0
Dorms: 0
Total design: 368
Current population: April 1993: 184

Design: Modular/pod
Cells per unit: 2
Inmates per unit (design): 184
Inmates per unit (current): 184
Management type (design): Remote
surveillance, direct supervision
Management type (current): Direct
supervision
Means to handle crowding: Open additional
unit
Total officers per unit
Day: 3
Evening: 3
Midnight: 2

et =

Contract method: Conventional design-bid-
build

Finance method: Local general obligation
bonds

Use of inmate labor: None

Use of prefabrication: None

Door material(s): Polycarbonate

Type(s) of doors: Swinging

Type(s) of locks: Remote locking only

Floor surface: Sealed concrete

Intercom: One-way to cells, two-way o
COmINoN areas

HVAC: Gas heat, forced air

Plumbing: Stainless steel

Furniture: Steel, vinyl/plastic

Fire protection: Smoke detectors and
sprinklers for cells and common areas

Windows: Slit

pag jEis S Z5:
Perimeter: Building exterior only, video

camera surveillance; costs included
Inmate security level

Maximum: 0

Medium: 0

Minimum: 100%

Full-time equivalent
Administration: 3
Security: 34
Programs and treatment; 17
Maintenance: 8
Total: 62
Current inmate/staff ratio: 3:1
Contracted services: N/A

xgav;;:iw..ém 5

Factors affecting construction costs

Positive: Simple construction methods,
good competition, less expensive materials

Negative: Difficult site conditions

Factors affecting time schedule

Positive: Simple construction methods,
coordination of design

Negative: N/A
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Clarke-Frederick-Winchester Regional Adult Detention Center

Responsible official: County Administrator, Jail Board Chairman

Contact: Darnley R. Hodge, Administrator, Clarke-Frederick-Winchester Regional Adult Detention Center, 1026 Fort Collier Road,

Winchester, VA 22601, 703-665-6374 '
Architect: Sherertz Franklin Crawford Shaffner, 305 South Jefferson Street, Roanoke, VA 24011, 703-344-6664
Construction Manager: N/A

Groundbreaking: October 1989
Finish date: March 1991
Construction time: 17 months

Total: $15,400,000

Building only: $13,500,000

Final construction cost: Higher

Housing area: Unknown

Housing per inmate: Unknown

Housing per cell: Unknown

Total per inmate: Unknown

Total per GSF: Unknown

Total per NSF: Unknown

Total annual operating costs: $3,352,591

Structural: Load-bearing masonry, precast
planks

Exterior walls: Brick

Interior walls: CMU block

Extertor surface or facade: Brick

Electronic technology systems: CCTV
surveillance, staff intercommunication,
inmate intercom, paging and sound
system, duress/fire alarm, door control/
monitoring, custom control panels

Total NSF: Unknown

Corrections GSF: 99,000
Corrections NSF: Unknown
Housing area GSF: 62,900

Housing area NSF: Unknown

GSF per inmate (design): Unknown
GSF per inmate (current): Unknown
NSF per inmate (design): Unknown
NSF per inmate (current): Unknown
Size of cells: N/A

Net/gross square feet: Unknown

General population
Single occupancy: 194
Double occupancy: 0
Dorms: 0
Special population
Single occupancy: 34
Double occupancy: 0
Dorms: 72
Total design: 300
Current population: May 1992: 255

Design: Modular/pod
Cells per unit: 96
Inmates per unit (design): 96
Inmates per unit (current): Unknown
Management type (design): Direct
supervision
Management type (current): Remote
surveillance, direct supervision
Means to handle crowding: N/A
Total officers per unit
Day: 1
Evening; 1
Midnight: 1

Contract method: Conventional design-bid-
build

Finance method: Cost shared by local
jurisdictions

Use of inmate labor: None

Use of prefabrication: Limited; structural
planks

r material(s): Steel

Type(s) of doors: Swinging

Type(s) of locks: Remote locking only

Floor surface: Sealed concrete

Intercom: Unknown

HVAC: Forced air

Plumbing; Stainless steel

Fumiture: Concrete

Fire protection: Smoke detectors for
common areas, sprinklers for cells and
common areas, manual alarm stations

Windows: Slit

SRS

Perimeter: B

camera surveillance; costs excluded
Inmate security level

Maximum: 17%

Medium: 57%

Minimum: 13%

Other: 13%

% 3585 ¥ 2 b
Full-time equivalent
Administration: 9

Security: 73
Programs and treatment: 7
Maintenance: 6
Total: 95
Current inmate/staff ratio: 2.7:1
Contracted services: Medical

: e e e e e IR

Factors affecting construction costs

Positive: Simple construction methods,
good competition, less expensive materials

Negative: N/A

Factors affecting time schedule

Positive: Simple construction methods,
coordination of design

Negative: N/A
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Greensville Correctional Center

Responsible official: Director, Virginia Department of Corrections

Contact: Ellis B. Wright Jr., Chief Warden, Greensville Correctional Center, 901 Corrections Way, Jarratt, VA 23870-9614, 804-535-7000
Architect: Daniel, Mann, Johnson & Mendenhall (DMJIM), 300 East 42nd Street, New York, NY 10017, 212-983-2400
Construction Manager: Morrison Knudson, 2430 Southland Drive, Chester, VA 23831, 804-796-1555

) I te - .
Total GSF: 883,211 Door material(s): Steel
Total NSF: 560,000 Type(s) of doors: Sliding
Corrections GSF: 883,211 Type(s) of locks: Remote locking
Corrections NSF: 560,000 Floor surface: Sealed concrete
Housing area GSF: 425,736 Intercom: Inmate duress alarm
Housing area NSF: 281,592 HVAC: Heating/air circulation, forced air
GSF per inmate (design): 387 Plumbing: Stainless steel combination unit
GSF per inmate (current): 359 Fumniture: Steel
NSEF per inmate (design): 245 Fire protection: Smoke detectors and
NSF per inmate (current): 228 sprinklers for cells and common areas
Size of cells: 74.5 (singleand double) = Windows: Special security and screens
Net/gross square feet: 63%

g
Anmate d - Penmeter Double fence penmeter patrols
General population and detection/alarm, razor wire on and
Single occupancy: 1,006 between fence(s), towers, video camera
Groundbreaking: December 1988 Double occupancy: 1,084 surveillance; costs included
Finish date: June 1991 Dorms: 0 Inmate security level
Construction time: 22 months Special population Maximum: 100%

Single occupancy: 192
Double occupancy: 0

Total: $106,000,000 Dorms: 0
Building only: Unknown Total design: 2,282
Final construction cost: Higher Current population: April 1993: 2459 Full-time equivalent
Housing area: $42,397,596 Administration: 65
Housing per inmate: $20,286 ] ~ i Security: 673
Housing per cell: $27,400 Design: Modular/pod : Programs and treatment: 38
Total per inmate: $46,450 Cells per unit: 43 Maintenance: 39
Total per GSF: $120.02 Inmates per unit (design): 58 Total: 910
Total per NSF: $189.28 Inmates per unit (current): 67 Current inmate/staff ratio: 2.7:1
Total annual operating costs: $36,016,016 Management type (design): Remote Contracted services: Medical
surveillance
] Management type (current): Intermittent ect A
Stmctura]: Load-bearing precast panels and remote surveillance, direct supervision  pactor affe cting construction co
precast concrete frame Means to handle crowding: Bunk beds in Positive: Prefabricated componentss;t:imple
Exterior walls: Precast panels cells, second bunk permanently attached construction methods, phased construction
Interior walls: Precast panels, cast-in-place Total officers per unit (fast track); less expensive materials
concrete, CMU block Day: 4 Negative: Difficult site conditions
Exterior surface or facade: Natural wall, Evening: 4 Factors affecting time schedule
textured concrete Midnight: 4 Positive: N/A
Electronic technology systems: Lighting - Negative: N/A
protection, CCTV surveillance, staff : = -
intercommunication, paging and sound Contract method: Construcuon manager/
system, duress/fire alarm, door control/ guaranteed maximum price (GMP)
monitoring, card access, custom control Finance method: State general obligation
panels, perimeter detection/alarm, satellite/ bonds
cable Use of inmate labor: None
Use of prefabrication: Extensive; precast
concrete walls and structural tees
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Keen Mountain Correctional Center

Responsible official: Director, Virginia Department of Corrections

Contact: Bob Beck, Warden, Keen Mountain Correctional Center, P.O. Box 860, Oakwood, VA 24631, 703-498-7411
Architect: Daniel, Mann, Johnson & Mendenhall (DMJIM), 300 East 42nd Street, New York, NY 10017, 212-983-2400
Construction Manager: Fluor Daniel, 100 Fluor Daniel Drive, Greenville, SC 29607-2762, 803-281-4400

sl

=
fons

Total GSF: 306,414 Door material(s): Steel

Total NSF: 205,000 Type(s) of doors: Sliding

Corrections GSF: 306,414 Type(s) of locks: Remote locking only
Corrections NSF: 205,000 Floor surface: Sealed concrete

Housing area GSF: 141,912 Intercom: Two-way to common areas
Housing area NSF: 93,864 HVAC; Hedﬁnglair circulation, forced air
GSF per inmate (design): 440 Plumbing: China, stainless steel

GSF per inmate (current): Unknown combination unit

NSF per inmate (design): 294 Furniture: Steel

NSF per inmate (current): Unknown Fire protection: Smoke detectors and
Size of cells: 74.5 (single and double) sprinklers for cells and common areas
Net/gross square feet: 67% Windows: Special security, security screens

Inm

General pop ti'or"l

. Perimeter: Double fence, perimeter patrols

Hane Ehiiee it Single occupancy: 336 and detection/alarm, razor wire on and
Groundbreaking: December 1988 Double occupancy: 360 between fence(s), towers; costs included
Finish date: Unknown Dorms: 0 Inmate security level

Construction time: 22 months Special population Maximum: 100%

, Single occupancy: 0 Medium: 0

. Double occupancy: 0 Minimum: 0

Total: $41,000,000 Dorms: 0 \ e

Building only: Unknown Total design: 696 Curreptsialt.

Final construction cost: Unknown Current population: Unknown Full-time equivalent

Housing area: $14,132,532
Housing per inmate: $20,305

Administration: Unknown
Security: Unknown

s o R s

Housing per cell: $27,389 Design: Modular/pod Programs and treatment: Unknown

Total per inmate: $58,908 * Cells per unit: 43 Maintenance: Unknown

Total per GSF: $133.81 Inmates per unit (design): 58 Total: Unknown

Total per NSF: $200 Inmates per unit (current): Unknown Current inmate/staff ratio: Unknown

Total annual operating costs: Unknown Management type (design): Remote Contracted services: Unknown

surveillance o

i3 - Management type (current): Unknown Arch d analysi

Structural: Load-bearing precast panels, Means to handle crowding: Unkmown Factors affecting construction costs
precast concrete cells Total officers per unit Positive: Prefabricated components, simple

Exterior walls: Precast panels Day: Unknown construction methods

Interior walls: Precast panels, cast-in-place Evening: Unknown Negative: Difficult site conditions
concrete, CMU block Midnight: Unknown Factors affecting time schedule

Exterior surface or facade: Natural wall,
textured concrete
Electronic technology systems: Lighting

Positive: N/A
Negative: N/A

protection, CCTV surveillance, staff Guaranteed Maximum Price (GMP)
intercommunication, paging and sound Finance method: State general obligation
system, duress/fire alarm, door control/ bonds

monitoring, card access, custorn control Use of inmate Iabor: None

panels, perimeter detection/alarm, satellite/  Use of prefabrication: Extensive; precast
cable concrete cells, precast concrete structural

tees for roofs and exterior walls
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Lorton Maximum Security Facility

Responsible official: Administrator, District of Columbia Department of Corrections

Contact: Clarence Cotton, Project Manager, Lorton Maximum Security Facility, Furace Road, Lorton, VA 22079, 202-939-7198

Architect: N/A

Construction Manager: Scotsman Buildings, 8211 Town Center Drive, Baltimore, MD 21236, 410-931-6000

Groundbreaking: March 1990
Finish date: September 1990
Construction time: 6 months

Total: $4,100,000

Building only: $2,400,000

Final construction cost: Lower

Housing area: Unknown

Housing per inmate: Unknown

Housing per cell: Unknown

Total per inmate: $20,500

Total per GSF: Unknown

Total per NSF: Unknown

Total annual operating costs: $1,188,000

Structural: Steel frame

Exterior walls: Steel stud, drywall

Interior walls: Steel stud, drywall

Exterior surface or facade: Metal siding

Electronic technology systems: CCTV
surveillance, staff intercommunication,
inmate intercom, paging and sound
system, duress/fire alarm, door control/
monitoring '

Total GSF: Unknown

Total NSF: Unknown

Corrections GSF: Unknown
Corrections NSF: Unknown
Housing area GSF: 22,320

Housing area NSF: Unknown

GSF per inmate (design): Unknown
GSF per inmate (current): Unknown
NSF per inmate (design): Unknown
NSF per inmate (current): Unknown
Size of cells: 3,240 (dorm)
Net/gross square feet: Unknown

o

General population
Single occupancy: 0
Double occupancy: 0
Dorms: 200

Special population
Single occupancy:
Double occupancy: 0
Dorms: 0

Totai design: 200

Current population: Unknown

Design: Dorms
Cells per unit: 1
Inmates per unit (design): 50
Inmates per unit (current): 85
Management type (design): Remote
surveillance _
Management type (current): Remote
surveillance
Means to handle crowding: Transfer to
another facility
Total officers per unit
Day: 4
Evening: 4
Midnight: 2

Contract method: Tumkey design-build

Finance method: Cost shared by local
jurisdictions -

Use of inmate labor: None

Use of prefabrication: Extensive; module
buildings

Door matenal(s) Steel

Type(s) of doors: Swinging

Type(s) of locks: Remote locking only

Floor surface: Vinyl tile

Intercom: Two-way to cells and common
areas

HVAC: Forced air

Plumbing: China

Furniture: Unknown

Fire protection: Smoke detectors and
sprinklers for dorms and common areas,
manual alarm stations

Windows: Standard and bars, security
screens

Perimeter: Double fence, razor wire on
fence(s), towers, perimeter patrols, video
camera surveillance; costs excluded

Inmate security level
Maximum: 100%

Medium: 0
Minimum: 0

Fu]l time equwalent
Administration: Unknown
Security: Unknown
Programs and treatment: Unknown
Maintenance: Unknown
Total: 297

Current inmate/staff ratio: Unknown

Contracted services: Unknown

Factors affecting construchon costs

Positive: Prefabricated components;
simple construction methods, phased
construction (fast track); fast track
modular construction

Negative: Government procedures and
regulations, high labor cost onsite and low
labor cost for offsite module production

Factors affecting time schedule

Positive: Prefabricated components

Negative: Government procedures and
regulations, lengthy approval time
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Clallam Bay Correctional Center

Responsible official: Secretary, Washington Department of Corrections

Contact: Bob Wright, Superintendent, Clallam Bay Correctional Center, HC 63 Box 5000, Clallam Bay, WA 98326-9775, 206-963-3200
Architect: John Graham Associates, P.O. Box 521166, Tulsa, OK 74114-1720, 404-876-3800
Construction Manager: N/A

Groundbreaking;: July 1991
Finish date: February 1993
Construction time: 20 months

Total: $13,200,000

Building only: $13,200,000

Final construction cost: Lower

Housing area: $6,155,995

Housing per inmate: $15,400

Housing per cell: $15,400

Total per inmate: $33,000

Total per GSF: $103.75

Total per NSF: Unknown

Total annual operating costs: $2,974,236

i

Structural: Steel frame, load-bearing
masonry

Exterior walls: CMU block

Interior walls: Cast-in-place concrete, CMU
block

Exterior surface or facade: Stucco

Electronic technology systems: Lighting
protection, CCTV surveillance, staff
intercommunication, inmate intercom,
paging and sound system, duress/fire
alarm, door control/monitoring, custom
control panels

Total NSF: Unknown

Corrections GSF: 127,228
Corrections NSF: Unknown
Housing area GSF: 66,435

Housing area NSF: 48,915

GSF per inmate (design): 318

GSF per inmate (current): 318

NSF per inmate (design): Unknown
NSF per inmate (current): Unknown
Size of cells: 88 (single)

Net/gross square feet: Unknown

ALy
General population
Single occupancy: 400
Double occupancy: 0
Dorms: 0
Special population
Single occupancy: 0
Double occupancy: 0
Dorms: 0
Total design: 400
Current population: October 1992: 400

Design: Modular/pod

Cells per unit: 50

Inmiates per unit (design): 50

Inmates per unit (current): 50

Management type (design): Direct
supervision

Management type (current): Direct
supervision

Means to handle crowding: Transfer to
another facility, second bunk permanently
attached

Total officers per unit
Day: 7 ’
Evening: 7
Midnight: 7

¢

Contract method: Conventional design-bid-
build .

Finance method: State general obligation
bonds

Use of inmate labor: Limited; painting,
fabrication of cell furniture

Use of prefabrication: None

Door material(s): Steel

Type(s) of doors: Swinging

Type(s) of locks: Remote locking only

Floor surface: Lino/sheet vinyl, epoxy
coating, sealed concrete, vinyl tile

Intercom: Two-way to common areas

HVAC: Forced air

Plumbing: China

Fumniture: Steel

Fire protection: Smoke detectors and
sprinklers for cells and common areas,
manual alarm stations

Windows: Slit and special security

Perimeter: Building exterior only, double
fence, razor wire on and between fence(s),
towers, perimeter patrols; costs included

Inmate security level
" Maximum: 0
Medium: 100%
Minimum: 0
e e R
Full-time equivalent
Administration; 14
Security: 111
Programs and treatment: 221
Maintenance: 25
Total: 371

Current inmate/staff ratio: 1.1:1
Contracted services: Medical, educational
programs, water

E Rpt g S o8

Factors affecting construction costs

Positive: Simple construction methods, less
expensive materials

Negative: Slow construction and lengthy
building time, high labor costs, difficult
site conditions

Factors affecting time schedule

Positive: N/A

Negative: Labor problems, weather
problems
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Columbia Correctional Institution

Responsible official: Secretary, Wisconsin Department of Corrections

Contact: Jeff Endicott, Warden, Columbia Correctional Institution, Route 3, Highway 127, P.O. Box 950, Portage, W1 53901,

608-742-9100

Architect: Hellmuth, Obata & Kassabaurn, 1831 Chestut Street, St. Louis, MO 63103, 314-421-2000
Construction Manager: Potter, Lawson & Pawlowsky, Inc., 15 Ellis Potter Court, Madison, WI 53711, 608-274-2741

Groundbreaking: February 1984
Finish date: May 1986
Construction time: 27 months

Total: $30,362,286
Building only: $27,739,014

Final construction cost: Lower

Housing area: $18,100,000

Housing per inmate: $40,222

Housing per cell: Unknown

Total per inmate: $59,417

Total per GSF: $102.37

Total per NSF: $146.24

Total annual operating costs: $13,083,358

— T —
b i

2 3

3%
Structural: Steel frame
Exterior walls: CMU block
Interior walls: Cast-in-place concrete, CMU

block
Exterior surface or facade: Brick
Electronic technology systems: CCTV
surveillance, staff intercommunication,
inmate intercom, paging and sound
system, duress/fire alarm, door control/

Total GSF: 296,600

Total NSF: 207,620
Corrections GSF: 296,600
Corrections NSF: 207,620
Housing area GSF: 176,860
Housing area NSF: 123,800
GSF per inmate (design): 580
GSF per inmate (current): 516
NSF per inmate (design): 406
NSF per inmate (current): 361
Size of cells: 80 (single)
Net/gross square feet: 70%

General population
Single occupancy: 450
Double occupancy: 0
Dorms: 0
Special population
Single occupancy: 61
Double occupancy: 0
Dorms: 0
Total design: 511
Current population: April 1993: 575

Design: Linear, cells on outside walls

Cells per unit: 50

Inmates per unit (design): 50

Inmates per unit (current): 62

Management type (design): Intermittent
surveillance

Management type (current): Remote
surveillance, direct supervision

Means to handle crowding: Second bunk
permanently attached

Total officers per unit
Day: 2 '
Evening: 2

Midnight: 1

Contract method: Conventional desrgh—bld-

Door material(s): Steel

Type(s) of doors: Sliding

‘Type(s) of locks: Motor driven and remote
“locking

Floor surface: Sealed concrete

Intercom: Two-way to cells

HVAC: Gas heat

Plumbing: China

Furniture: Steel

- Fire protection: Smoke detectors and

sprinklers for cells and common areas,
manual alarm stations
Windows: Stit

Perimeter: Double fence, perimeter

D

pals

and detection/alarm, razor wire on and
between fence(s), towers, video camera
surveillance; costs included

Inmate security level

- Maximum: 100%
Medium: 0
Minimum: O

- Administration: 12
Security: 218
Programs and treatment: 34
Maintenance: 10
Total: 274
Current inmate/staff ratio: 2.1:1
Contracted services: Medical

Factors affecting construction costs

Positive: Simple construction methods,
good competition, nine identical housing
units

Negative: Difficult site conditions; complex
electronic, mechanical, and electrical
systems; long lead time for detention

monitoring, custom control panels, equipment

perimeter detection/alarm build . Factors affecting time schedule
Finance method: State general obligation Positive: Simple construction methods,

bonds coordination of design, onsite supervision
Use of inmate labor: None Negative: Slow response or delivery from
Use of prefabrication: None vendor/supplier; complex electronic,
mechanical, and electrical systems
324 NIJINational Directory of Corrections Construction
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Milwaukee County Jail and Criminal Justice Facility

Responsible official: Sheriff, Milwaukee County

Contact: John Logowski, Acting Director, Milwaukee County Jail and Criminal Justice Facility, 949 North Ninth Street,

Milwaukee, WI 53213, 414-226-7050

Architect: Venture Architects, 205 West Highland, Milwaukee, WI 53203, 414-271-3359
Construction Manager: CRSS/BOLDT, Oscar J. Boldt Construction Company, P.O. Box 8, Waukesha, WI 53188, 414-544-9118

S i

Groundbi'éaidng: November 1989 |
Finish date: October 1992
Construction time: 36 months

Total: $76,843,324

Building only: $75,419,075

Final construction cost: Lower
Housing area: $43,763,821

Housing per inmate: $58,222

Housing per cell: $54,842

Total per inmate: N/A

Total per GSF: $176.25

Total per NSF: Unknown

Total annual operating costs: Unknown

S L2 B e R A A SR
Structural: Cast-in-place concrete frame
Exterior walls: Precast panels, cast-in-place

concrete, stone
Interior walls: Cast-in-place concrete, CMU
block
Exterior surface or facade: Textured
corncrete, stone
Electronic technology systems: Lighting
protection, CCTV surveillance, staff -
intercommunication, inmate intercom,
paging and sound system, duress/fire
alarm, door control/monitoring, card
aceess, custom control panels, integrated
computerized information system for jail,
booking, and court

]

Total GSF: 436,000
Total NSF: Unknown

Corrections GSF: 335,000
Corrections NSF; Unknown
Housing area GSF: 253,000
Housing area NSF: Unknown

GSF per inmate (design): 420

GSF per inmate (current): 447

NSF per inmate (design): Unknown
NSF per inmate (current): Unknown
Size of cells: 70 (single)

Net/gross square feet: Unknown

oo s
#

General population
Single occupancy: 744
Double occupancy: 0
Dorms: 0
Special population
Single occupancy: 54
Double occupancy: 0
Dorms: 0
Total design: 798
Current population: March 1993: 750

SRt
Design: Modular/pod
Cells per unit: 48
Inmates per unit (design): 48
Inmates per unit (current): Unknown
Management type (design): Remote
surveillance, direct supervision
Management type (current): Interrnittent
surveillance
Means to handle crowding: Transfer to
another facility, release by special master
Total officers per unit
Day: 1
Evening: 1
Midnight: 1

Contract method: Multiple bid packages
(fast track)

Finance method: Local general obligation
bonds )

Use of inmate labor: None

Use of prefabrication; Extensive

Door material(s): Wood, metal

Type(s) of doors: Swinging, sliding

Type(s) of locks: Manual locking

Floor surface: Sealed concrete

Intercom: Two-way to cells

HVAC: Hot water, forced air

Plumbing: China, stainless steel

Fumiture: Concrete

Fire protection: Smoke detectors and
sprinklers for cells and common areas,
manual alarm stations

Windows: Slit

Perimeter: Building exterior only; costs
excluded
Inmate security level
Maximum: 100%
Medium: 0
Minimum: 0

Full-time equivalent
Administration: 21
Security: 128
Programs and treatment: 14
Maintenance: 9
Total: 172
Current inmaie/staff ratio: 4.4:1
Contracted services: Food

i EW R

Factors affecting construction costs

Positive: Prefabricated components; simple
construction methods, phased construction
(fast track); good competition, less
expensive materials

Negative: Difficult site conditions; complex
electronic, mechanical, and electrical
systerns

Factors affecting time schedule

Positive: Prefabricated components; simple
construction methods, phased construction
(fast track); advanced order of materials;
coordination of design

Negative: Weather problems
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Racine Correctional Insfitution

Responsible official: Secretary, Wisconsin Department of Corrections

Contact: Oscar Shade, Warden, Racine Correctional Institution, P.O. Box 900, Sturtevant, WI 53177-0900, 414-886-3214
Architect: Venture Architects, 205 West Highland, Milwaukee, WI 53203, 414-271-3359
Construction Manager: N/A

Groundbreakmg March 1989
Finish date: April 1991
Construction time: 25 months

T

Total: $53,000,000

Building only: $30,324,241

Final construction cost: Lower

Housing area: $25,829,997

Housing per inmate: $39,738

Housing per cell: $39,738

Total per inmate; $75,391

Total per GSF: $150.35

Total per NSF: $281.17

Total annual operating costs: $12,312,734

Structural: Precast concrete frame, load-

bearing masonry, brick

Exterior walls: CMU block, exterior
insulation finish system

Interior walls: CMU block

Exterior surface or facade: Brick, exterior
insulation finish system

Electronic technology systems: CCTV
surveillance, staff intercommunication,
inmate intercom, paging and sound
system, duress/fire alarm, door control/
‘monitoring, card access, custom control
panels, perimeter detection/alarm, satellite/
cable

Total GSF: 352,500

Total NSF: 188,500
Corrections GSF: 352,500
Corrections NSF: 188,500
Housing area GSF: 193,830
Housing area NSF: 116,300
GSF per inmate (design); 501
GSF per inmate (current): 402
NSF per inmate (design): 268
NSF per inmate {current): 215
Size of cells: 80 (single)
Net/gross square feet: 53%

General population
Single occupancy: 650
Double occupancy: 0
Dorms: 0
Special population
Single occupancy: 53
Double occupancy: 0
Dorms: 0
Total design: 703
Current population: April 1993: 877

e s

Design: Modular/pod
Cells per unit: 100
Inmates per unit (design): 100
Inmates per unit (current): 125
Management type (design): Remote
surveillance, direct supervision
Management type (current): Direct
supervision
Means to handle crowding: Transfer to
another facility, bunk beds in cells,
mattresses on floor
Total officers per unit
Day: 2
Evening: 2
Midnight: 2

Contract method: Conventional design-bid-
build , ,

Finance method: State general obligation
bonds

Use of inmate labor: None

Use of prefabrication: None

Door material(s): Wood, steel

Type(s) of doors: Swinging, sliding

Type(s) of locks: Remote and manual
locking

Floor surface: Sealed concrete, vinyl tile

Intercom: Two-way to cells

HVAC: Heating/air circulation, steam heat,
forced air, central plant/hot water

Plumbing: Unknown

Furniture: Steel

Fire protection: Smoke detectors and
sprinklers for cells and common areas,
manual alarm stations

Windows: Commercial grade with bars

:
Perimeter: Double fence, perimeter patrols
and detection/alarm, razor wire on
fence(s), towers; costs excluded
Inmate security level
Maximum: 36%
Medium: 58%
Minimum: 0
Segregation cells: 6%

Full- tlme equlvalent
Administration: 50
Security: 211
Programs and treatment: 30
Maintenance: 20
Total: 311
Current inmate/staff ratio: 2.8:1
Contracted services: Medical

B

Factors affecting construction costs

Positive: Simple construction methods,
good competition, less expensive materials

Negative: Difficuit site conditions; complex
electronic, mechanical, and electrical
systems

Factors affecting time schedule

Positive: Simple construction methods,
advanced order of materials, coordination
of design

Negative: Weather problems
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Sublette County Jail

Responsible official: Sheriff, Sublette County

Contact: Robert Sutherland, Jail Administrator, Sublette County Jail, 33 1/2 South Tyler Avenue, Pinedale, WY 82941, 307--367-4378
Architect: Unknown
Construction Manager: N/A

L

Groundbreaking: Unknown
Finish date: January 1985
Construction time: Unknown

Total: Unknown

Building only: Unknown

Final construction cost: Unknown
Housing area: Unknown

Housing per inmate: Unknown
Housing per cell: Unknown

Total per inmate: Unknown

Total per GSF: Unknown

Total per NSF: Unknown

Total annual operating costs: $167,857

Structural: boad bearing precast panels,
steel frame, cast-in-place concrete frame,
modular metal cells

Exterior walls: Precast panels, cast-in-place
concrete, CMU block

Interior walls: Precast panels, cast-in-place
concrete, CMU block

Exterior surface or facade: Brick, stucco,
textured concrete

Electronic technology systems: CCTV
surveillance, staff intercommunication,
inmate intercom, paging and sound
system, duress/fire alarm, satellite/cable

Door material(s): Steel

Type(s) of doors: Swinging

Type(s) of locks: Remote and manual
locking

Floor surface: Steel

Intercom: Two-way to cells

HVAC: Heating/air circulation, gas heat,

Total GSF: 4 000

Total NSF: Unknown
Corrections GSF: 4,000
Corrections NSF: Unknown
Housing area GSF: 4,000
Housing area NSF: Unknown
GSF per inmate (design): 182

GSF per inmate (current): 800 forced air
NSF per inmate (design): Unknown Plumbing; Stainiess steel
NSF per inmate (current): Unknown Furnitare: Steel

Size of cells: N/A
Net/gross square feet: Unknown

Fire protection: Smoke detectors for cells
Windows: Slit, special security

Perimeter: Buﬂdm g exterior only; costs

Bz prrd
General population

Single occupancy: 6 included

Double occupancy: 12 Inmate security level

Dorms: 4 Maximum: 33%
Special population Medium: 0

Single occupancy: 0 Minimum: 66%

Double occupancy: O
Dorms: 0

Total design: 22 4 :
Current population: January 1992: 5 F\Alldlmgg:ﬁﬂfnt
Security: 5
4 Programs and treatment: 0
Desxgn Lmear cells on outsxde wa!ls and Maintenance: 0
building interior Total: 6
Cells per unit: 3 Current inmate/staff ratio: 8

Inmates per unit (design): Unknown Contracted services: Medical, food
Inmates per unit (current): Unknown
Management type (design): Intermittent

surveillance, video

Factors aﬂ‘ecung cdnstructmn oosts

Managi?lr:;nt type (current): Intermitient Positive: Prefabricated components
surver’ance Negative: Construction and equipment
Means to handle crowding: N/A ofmplicaﬁons P
Total officers per unit Factors affecting time schedule
gag;iig . Positive: N/A
VEIINZ: Negative: N/A
Midnight: 1 egative: N/,

Contract method: Turnkey design-build

Finance method: Local general obligation
bonds, Federal funds

Use of inmate labor: None

Use of prefabrication: Extensive; steel
modular system
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Appendix A

Reference: Architects and
Construction Managers







Architects and construction managers

Reference

Firm name Facility name Facility type Page
Abend Singleton Associates, Inc. Marion County Jail and Law Enforcement Center County complex 248
Alcon Associates, Inc. Lowndes County Jail County jail 124
Aschitectural Technologies, Inc. Central Laundry Facility State prison 218
Architectural Technologies, Inc. Jessup Pre-Release Unit State prison 220
Architectural Technologies, Inc. Patuxent Institution State prison 226
BASCO Associates York County Prison County jail 296
BLDD Architects Danville Correctional Center State prison 156
BLDD Architects Hill Correctional Center State prison 158
BLDD Architects inois River Correctional Center State prison 160
BLDD Architects ‘Western lllinois Correctional Center State prison 170
BLI Construction Henry County Jail County jail 118
Barron, Heinberg & Brocato Architects

& Engineers Federal Correctional Institution—Oakdale Federal prison 204
Barron, Heinberg & Brocato Architects

& Engineers Federal Detention Center—Qakdale 1T Federal detention/jail 206
Barton-Malow Sergeant William Dickerson Detention Facility County jail 234
Barton-Malow/Tompkins-Beckwith John E. Goode Pre-Trial Detention Facility County and city complex 92
Benatec Associates Federal Correctional Institution—Schuylkill Federal prison 290
Birkeland Architects (out of business) Sherburme County Jail County complex 240
Bowen & Watson Northeast Probation Detention Center State prison 126
CMW, Inc. Carroll County Regional Detention Center Regional jail 200
CRSS/BOLDT Milwaukee County Jail and Criminal Justice Facility ~ County complex 326
CRSS Constructors, Inc. Arapahoe County Justice Center Jail complex 64
CRSS Constructors, Inc. Boone County Jail Jail complex 174
CRSS Constructors, Inc. Denver Reception and Diagnostic Center State prison 68
CRSS Constructors, Inc. Fulton Reception and Diagnostic Center State prison 246
CRSS Constructors, Inc. Sedgwick County Adult Local Detention Facility County jail 190
CRSS Constructors, Inc. Sedgwick County Work Release County jail - 192
CRSS Constructors, Inc. Will County Adult Detention Facility County jail 172
Clark Construction Company Tonia Maximum Correctional Facility State prison 230
Creative Environmental Concepts, Inc. Rusk County Sheriff’s Department County complex 310
Daniel, Mann, Johnson & Mendenhall (DMJM)  Arapahoe County Justice Center County complex 64
Daniel, Mann, Johnson & Mendenhall (DMJM)  Eastern Kentucky Correctional Complex State prison 202
Daniel, Mann, Johnson & Mendenhall (DMJM)  Greensville Correctional Center State prison 316
Daniel, Mann, Johnson & Mendenhall (DMJM)  Keen Mountain Correctional Center State prison 318
Davidson and Jones Construction Purham County Jail Annex County jail 270
Davidson and Jones Construction Wake County Public Safety Center County complex 272
Di Stefano/Santopetro Architects, Inc. Bee County Jail County complex 298
Di Stefano/Santopetro Architects, Inc. Caldwell County Jail County complex 300
Di Stefano/Santopetro Architects, Inc. Frio County Jail County complex 304
Di Stefano/Santopetro Architects, Inic. Nacogdoches County Law Enforcement Center County complex 308
Durrant Architects, Inc. Boone County Jail County jail 244
Dworsky Associates Santa Clara County Main Jail County complex 54
EDIS/CRSS Multi-Purpose Criminal Justice Facility State prison 82
E. George Wynn-Architect Alamosa County Detention Center County complex 62
E. George Wynn-Architect Huerfano County Law Enforcement Center County complex 70
Eddie Frances, A.LA. Metro West Detention Center County jail 96
Ellerbe Becket, Inc. Metropolitan Detention Center—Los Angeles Federal detention/jail 50
Federal Construction Company Pinellas County Jail County jail 100
Flour Daniel Keen Mountain Correctional Center State prison 318
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Architects and construction managers (continued)

Reference

Firm name Facility name Facility type Page
G.E. Johnson Construction Boulder County Jail County jail 66
G.E. Johnson Construction Mesa County Detention Facility County complex 72
GRW Engineers, Inc. Eastern Kentucky Correctional Complex State prison 202
Ganthner, Melby, Lee Architects & Planners Ely State Prison State prison 252
Geddes, Brecher, Qualls, Cunningham Federal Correctional Institution—McKean Federal prison 288
Gillies, Stransky, Brems & Smith Architects Oxbow Jail Facility County jail 312
Gossen Livingston Associates El Dorado Correctional Facility State prison 182
Gossen Livingston Associates Lamed Correctional Mental Health Facility State prison 188
Grad Partnership Monmouth County Correction Institution County jail 258
Guepel DeMars Tippecanoe County Law Enforcement Center County complex 180
HDR,, Inc. Mesa County Detention Facility County complex 72
Habiterra Associates Cattaraugus County Jail County jail 260
Habiterra Associates Genesee County Jail County complex - 262
Hansen Lind Meyer Glynn County Detention Center County complex 114
Hansen Lind Meyer Genesis Unit 200 Bed Correctional Facility County jail 86
Heery/Ozanne Grafton Correctional Institution State prison 274
Heery-Vanir West Valley Detention Center County jail 60
Hellmuth, Obata & Kassabaum, Inc. Columbia Correctional Institution State prison 324
Hellmuth, Obata & Kassabaum, Inc. Federal Correctional Institution—Three Rivers Federat prison 302
Hellmuth, Obata & Kassabaum, Inc. James 1. Montgomery Correctional Center County jail 90
Hellmuth, Obata & Kassabaum, Inc. Macomb County Jail County jail 232
Hellmuth, Obata & Kassabaum, Inc, Minnesota Correctional Facility—Shakopee State prison 238
Hellmuth, Obata & Kassabaum, Inc. Montgomery County Detention Center County jail 222
Hellmuth, Obata & Kassabaum, Inc. Sergeant William Dickerson Detention Facility County jail 234
Helimuth, Obata & Kassabaum, Inc. Tippecanoe County Law Enforcement Center County complex 180
Hellmuth, Obata & Kassabaum, Inc. ‘Wake County Public Safety Center County jail 272
Hoffman DeMichele, Inc. Fulton Reception and Diagnostic Center State prison 246
Hoover, Berg, Desmond Denver Reception and Diagnostic Center State prison 68
Horst, Terrill & Karst Architects Lansing Correctional Facility-——East State prison 186
Howard, Needles, Tammen & Bergendoff ‘Western Missouri Correctional Center State prison 250
Hurtig, Gardner & Froilich Architects, Inc. Pueblo County Detention Facility—Work Release County jail 74
IPG, Inc. Central Correctional Institute State prison 102
IPG, Inic. Central Probation Detention Center State prison 104
PG, Inc. Clayton County Correctional Institution County jail 106
IPG, Inc. Coastal Correctional Institution ’ State prison 108
1PG, Inc. Georgia Diagnostic and Classification Center State prison 110
IPG, Inc. Georgia Women’s Correctional Institute State prison 112
IPG, Inc. Hays Correctional Institute—Boot Camp State prison 116
IPG, Inc. Henry County Jail County jail 118
IPG, Inc. Homerville Parole Center State prison 120
PG, Inc. LW, Davis Probation Detention Center State prison 122
. IPG, Inc. Lowndes County Jail County jail 124
. TPG, Inc. Northeast Probation Detention Center State prison 126
IPG, Inc. Northwest Probation Detention Center State prisont 128
IPG, Inc. Phillips Correctional Institute—Boot Camp State prison 130
PG, Inc. Rockdale-Dekalb Probation Detention Center State prison 132
TPG, Inc. Rogers Correctional Institute State prison 134
PG, Inc. Southeast Probation Detention Center State prison 136
IPG, Inc. Telfair Correctional Institute—Boot Camp State prison 138
IPG, Inc. Treutlen Shock Unit ' State prison 140
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Architects and construction managers (continued)

Reference

Firm name Facility name Facility type Page
IPG, Inc. Ware Correctional Institute State prison 144
IPG, Inc. ‘Washington Correctional Institution—Boot Camp State prison 146
1PG, Inc. West Central Probation Detention Center State prison 150
IPG, Inc. ‘Westemn Probation Detention Center State prison 152
PG, Inc. Women'’s Probation Detention Center State prison 154
Nlinois Department of Corrections,

Capital Programs Unit Danville Correctional Center State prison 156
Tlinois Department of Corrections, '

Capital Programs Unit Hill Correctional Center State prison 158
Tllinois Department of Corrections, )

Capital Program Unit Western Illinois Correctional Center State prison 170
Jack Jennings and Sons Genesis Unit 200 Bed Comectional Facility County jail 86
Jacobs, Wyner, Ehrenfrantz Philadelphia Industrial Correctional Center City jail 292
James A, Lichty Montgomery County Detention Center County jail 224
James Associates Tippecanoe County Law Enforcement Center County complex 180
John Graham Associates Claliam Bay Correctional Center State prison 322
JW and Sons Alameda City Police Department and Jail City complex 38
K A. Parsons Associates Cumberland County Jail County jail 254
K.A. Parsons Associates Lew Sterrett Justice Center County jail 306
Larry Zimmer-Architect Saguache County Jail County jail 76
L. Dow Oliver & Associates Orleans Parish Prison County and city jail 208
L. Dow Oliver & Associates St. Bernard Jail Complex County jail 210
L. Dow Oliver & Associates Tulane Avenue Facility County and city jail 212
Legat Architects McHenry County Govemment Center County complex 162
Legat Architects Robert H. Babcox Justice Center County complex 164
Lescher & Mahoney/ DLR Group Marion County Corrections Facility County complex 284
Lescher & Mahoney Boulder County Jail County jail 66
Lorenz & Williams, Inc. Warren Correctional Institution State prison 280
MG Engineering and Construction Rockdale-Dekalb Probation Detention Center State prison 132
MZA ECT: Leo Chesney Women’s Center State prison (privately operated) 44
May and Holbrook Baltimore Pre-Release Unit for Women State prison 216
Morris Diesel Federal Correctional Institution—TFairton Federal prison 256
Morrison-Knudson Parametric Co. Greensville Correctional Center State prison 316
Morrison-Knudsen Parametric Co. Philadelphia Industrial Correctional Center City jail 292
Multiple architects State Correctional Institution at Waymart State prison 294
Music and Worth Construction Southeast Probation Detention Center State prison 136
No Architect Lerdo Pre-Trial County jail 48
No Architect Lorton Maximum Security Facility State prison 320
No Architect Stanton County Law Enforcement Center County complex 196
O’Brien Atkins Associates Durham County Jail Annex County complex 270
O’Brien Atkins Associates Wake County Public Safety Center County complex 272
O’Brien Kreitzberg Santa Clara County Main Jail County complex 54
O’Brien Kreitzberg Stanislaus County Public Safety Center County jail 58
O’Donnell and Maccarato, Inc. Bucks County Rehabilitation Center County jail 286
Pages, Inc. ‘Women’s Probation Detention Center State prison 154
Patrick Sullivan Associates South County Detention Facility County and city jail 56
Phillips Swager Associates Robinson Correctional Center State prison 166
Phillips Swager Associates Taylorville Correctional Center State prison 168
Phillips Swager Associates Will County Adult Detention Facility County jail 172
Potter, Lawson & Pawlowsky, Inc. Columbia Correctional Institution State prison 324
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Architects and construction managers (continued)

Reference

Firm name Facility name Facility type Page
Quandel York County Prison County jail 296
R.C. Byce & Associates Tonia Maximum Correctional Facility State prison 230
Ranon & Partners, Inc. Hillsborough County Orient Road Jail County jail 88
Reddick Construction Company West Central Probation Detention Center State prison 150
Richard Bowen and Associates Lorain Correctional Institution State prison 276
Robert P. Madison International Grafton Correctional Institution State prison 274
Robertson Strong Apgar Architects Metro Jefferson Public Safety Building County complex 264
Ron Webb (out of business) Duplin County Jail County jail 268
Rosser Justice Systems Brevard County Detention Center County jail 84
Rosser Justice Systems Gamer Correctional Institution State prison 80 .
Rosser Justice Systems Harrison County Jail County complex 242
Rosser Justice Systems Naval Consolidated Brig Miramar Regional jail (military) 52
Rosser Justice Systems Northwest Ohio Regional Jail Regional jail 278
Rosser Justice Systems Palm Beach County Stockade County jail 98
Rosser Justice Systems Saratoga County Law Enforcement Center County complex 266
Rosser Justice Systems U.S. Federal Penitentiary—Atlanta Federal prison 142
Rosser Justice Systems Washington Corvectional Institution State prison 148
Rosser Justice Systems West Valley Detention Center County jail 60
Rasser White Hobbs Davidson McClelian
Kelly, Inc. Meartin Correctional Institution State prison 94
SMP/The Design Partnership Stanislaus County Public Safety Center County jail 58
S.J. Amorroso Construction Company South County Detention Facility County and city jail 56
Schaefer, John, Cox, Frey & Asssociates Sedgwick County Adult Local Detention Facility County jail 190
Schenkel Shultz Boone County Jail County jail 174
Schenkel Shultz Kosciusko County Work Release County jail 178
Schlup, Becker & Brennan ‘Wyandotte County Detention Center County complex 198
Scotsman Buildings Lorton Maximum Security Facility State prison 320
Setter Leach & Lindstrom, Inc. Hennepin County Adult Detention Center County jail 236
Shaughnessy Fickel and Scott Architects, Inc. Johnson County Jail County jail 184
Sherertz Franklin Crawford Shaffner Clarke-Frederick-Winchester Regional Adult
Detention Center Regional jail 314
Slemmons Associates, Architects Shawnee County Adult Detention Facility County jail 194
Stecker, LaBau, Ameill, McManus Architects Alexander Cybulski Correctional Institution State prison 78
Sverdrup Corporation John E. Goode Pre-Trial Detention Facility County and city complex 92
The Architect’s Collaborative Norfolk County Sheriff’s Office and
» Correctional Center County jail 228
The Haskell Company James I Montgomery Correctional Center County jail 90
Turner Construction Alameda County Jail County jail 40
Turner Construction Garner Correctional Institution State prison 80
Tummer Construction Lorain Correctional Institution State prison 276
United Consulting Engineers and Architects Gibson County Jail County jail 176
Unknown Butte County Minimum Security Facility County jail 42
Unknown Sublette County Jail County jail 330
VBN Architects Alameda City Police Department and Jail City complex 38
VBN Architects Alameda County Jail County jail 40
Venture Architects Milwaukee County Jail and Criminal Justice Facility = County complex 326
Venture Architects Racine Correctional Institution State prison 328
Vitetta Group Bucks County Rehabilitation Center County jail 286
Vitetta Group Cumberland County Jail County jail 254
Vitetta Group Federal Correctional Institution—TFairton Federal prison 256
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Architects and construction managers (continued)

Reference

Firm name Facility name Facility type Page
Vitetta Group Lew Sterrett Justice Center County jail 306
Vitetta Group Multi-Purpose Criminal Justice Facility State prison 82
WBRC Androscoggin County Jail County jail 214
WRO Architects Federal Detention Center—Dublin Federal detention/jail 46
Watson and Company (out of business) Pinellas County Jail County jail 100
‘Whiting-Turner Contracting Co. Central Laundry Facility State prison 218
‘Whiting-Tumer Contracting Co. Jessup Pre-Release Unit State prison 220
Whiting-Turner Contracting Co. Patuxent Institution State prison 226
Wilson-Darnell Associates Sedgwick County Work Release County jail 192
Wittenberg, Delany, and Davidson Varner Unit State prison 36
Zimmwe Gunsul Frasca Partnership Federal Correctional Institution—Sheridan Federal prison 282
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Data Base Profile Infoi'mation

Each facility profile appearing in this directory provides 91
pieces of information. Listed below is the full range of data
supplied by the architects and facility administrators for
each facility. The data are maintained on the Construction
Information Exchange data base. This information is
available on diskette and in hardcopy printout to meet
individual needs.

Facility

County

Jurisdiction official

Facility official

Architectural firm

Additional architectural firm

Private organization (facility owned/managed by
private-sector organization)

Category (e.g., new construction, expansion, conversion)
Facility type (e.g., jail, prison, complex-use)

Facility complex use (e.g., law enforcement, courts)
Commitment type (e.g., pretrial, sentenced)

Jurisdiction level (e.g., Federal, State, county)

Building(s) configuration (e.g., integrated structure,
campus style, highrise)

Facility location (e.g., rural, urban, suburb)
Amount of land
Land for future construction

Included spaces (e.g., housing, support services,
programming)

Excluded spaces (e.g., housing, support services,
programming)

Time frames (e.g., bid, groundbreaking, and completion
dates)

General population capacity (e.g., double ceil capacity and
size, dorm capacity and size)

Speciai housing capacity (e.g., single cell capacity and size,
dorm capacity and size)

Total design capacity (e.g., cells, inmates)
Single cell percentage
Speciai population percentage

Number of cells (cells allocated for specific inmate popu-
tations, such as females, drug offenders, and illegal aliens)

Percentage crowded
Current population (e.g., date, inmate capacity)

Means to handle crowding (e.g., transfer to another facility,
bunk beds)

Total costs (e.g., construction, per inmate, per GSF)
Final construction cost

Building costs (e.g., total, per cell, per NSF)

Site acquisition cost

Unusual site/offsite cost

Furnishing and equipment cost

Housing costs (e.g., housing area, per inmate)

Operating costs—corrections (e.g., total, staff, food,
medical)

Operating costs—law enforcement (e.g., total, staff,
supplies/equipment)

Operating costs—court (e.g., total, staff, transportation)

Cost per inmate per year
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Cost per inmate per day

Gross square feet (e.g., total, corrections, courts)

Net square feet (e.g., total, corrections, law enforcement)
NSI-JIGSF percentage

Housing gross square feet

Housing net square feet

Housing space percentage

GSF per inmate (e.g., design, current)

NSF per inmate (e.g., housing design)

Housing design (e.g., modular/pod, linear)

Housing unit composition (e.g., cells and inmates per
housing unit)

Management type—design (e.g., direct supervision,
intermittent or remote surveillance)

Management type—current (e.g., direct supervision,
intermittent or remote surveillance)

Security levels (maximum, medium, minimum, other)

Perimeter security (e.g., building exterior, razor wire on
fence(s), perimeter detection/alarm)

Electronic technology systems (e.g., CCTV surveillance,
custom control panels, door control/monitoring systems)

Closed circuit television (e.g., bond/arraignment hearings,
inmate surveillance)

Construction materials (construction materials for the
interior, exterior, structural, and surface/facade of building,
such as CMU block, precast panels, steel frame, precast
concrete cells, brick, textured concrete)

Cell furnishings, finishes, and fixtures (e.g., sliding,
remote-locking steel doors, stainless steel plumbing, air-
conditioning, gas heat, sealed concrete floors, special
security windows, wooden furniture, two-way intercom
system to cells and common areas, smoke detectors in cells
and common areas)

Positive cost factors (e.g., phased construction, less
expensive materials and hardware)

Negative cost factors (e.g., high labor costs, government
procedures (regulations and “red tape™))

Positive time factors (e.g., prefabricated components,
coordination of design [between construction manager and

owner])

Negative time factors (e.g., weather problems; complex
electronic, mechanical, and electrical systems)

Contract method (e.g., conventional design-bid-build,
multiple bid packages/fast track)

Finance method (e.g., State and local general obligation
bonds, lease purchase, fixed financing rate, Federal funds,

private-sector funds)

Use of inmate labor (e.g., extensive, moderate, limited,
explanation)

Use of prefabrication (e.g., extensive, moderate, limited,
explanation)

Contract services (e.g., medical, transportation)

Staffing—design (number of administrative, security,
maintenance, program, and treatment staff)

Staffing—current (number of administrative, security,
maintenance, program, and treatment staff)

Staffing adequacy

Number of inmates per staff (inmates per security, pro-
gram, treatment, and total staff)

Officers per housing unit (e.g., day, evening, midnight)
General contractor

Construction manager

Structural engineer

Government official
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Law Enforcement Complex

Facility official

Building(s) configuration {e.g., clusters, courtyard, inte-
grated structure)

Included spaces (e.g., lockup/holding, administration,
training, communications/dispatch, processing/intake)

Gross square feet (e.g., lockup/holding, administration,
sallyport, firing range)

Net square feet (e.g., lockup/holding, training facility, roll
call room, administration)

Lockup/holding area total cells
Lockup/holding area average daily number of detainees

Special housing cells {e.g., total, medical, suicidal,
isolation)

Detainee management—special housing (e.g., CCTV
surveillance, intermittent surveillance)

Detainee management—lockup/holding area (e.g., intercom
system, CCTV surveillance)

Number of hours prior to transport

Secure area for juvenile offenders

Number of staff—lockup/holding area

Types of security systems—lockup/holding area (e.g.,

detainee duress alarm, card access, metal detector(s))

Courts Complex

Facility official
Facility type (e.g., criminal, district, circuit, juvenile)

Building(s) configuration (e.g., highrise, integrated
structure, courtyard)

Total courtrooms
Courtrooms shared with corrections

Gross square feet (e.g., male lockup/holding, average
courtroom, administrative offices)

Net square feet (e.g., female lockup/holding, juvenile
lockup/holding, average courtroom)

Detainee transportation to and from courthouse (e.g.,
skybridge, vehicle, officer(s) escort)

Detainee movement within courthouse (e.g., separate
elevator/stairwell, same elevator/stairwell)

Separate security entrance/exit
Types of courthouse security systems (e.g., court officers/
deputies, bullet-proof shielding, panic buttons, CCTV

surveillance)

Types of courthouse security personnel (e.g., bailiffs,
deputy sheriffs, private police)

Courtroom ldckup/holding space

Separate juvenile lockup/holding

Separate female lockup/holding

Lockup/holding area cells (e.g., juvenile, male, female)

Lockup/holding area average daily detainees (e.g., juvenile,
male, female)

Types of lockup/holding security personnel (e.g., deputy
sheriffs, local police, U.S. marshals)

Number of lockup/holding officers (e.g., juvenile, male,
female)

Types of lockup/holding security systems (e.g., intercom
systems, high security glazing, door control/monitoring
systems)
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Additional Resources

Publications

The following publications are available through NIJ’s
Construction Information Exchange.

Construction Bulletin Series

Acquiring New Prison Sites: The Federal Experience. 1987.
4pp. NCJ 106784. Free.
This bulletin explains how the Federal prison system
chooses and acquires sites for new prisons.

California Tests New Construction Concepts. 1986. 12 pp.
NCJ 101593. Free.
In an attempt to ease prison crowding, California has
initiated an expansion plan using two advanced construc-
tion technigues.

Construction Options: A California Case Study. 1992. 8 pp.
NCJ 136079. Free.
This case study demonstrates how Santa Clara County
(California), pressed by the court in inmate litigation,
assessed alternative construction methods and assembled
its own building system that met the criteria of quality,
economy, and rapid construction.

Cost Savings in New Generation Jails: The Direct Supervi-
sion Approach. 1988. 8 pp. NCJ 105288. Free.
To resolve crowding in jails, many local governments
are now considering “new generation” jails with an
innovative management method known as direct
supervision.

Florida Sets Example With Use of Concrete Modules. 1986.
8 pp. NCJ 100125. Free.
A construction technique using prefabricated concrete
cell modules has enabled Florida to open a new 336-bed
unit for the prison at Raiford in only 8 months and at a
cost of about $16,000 per cell.

From Arizona to South Carolina: Transfer of a Prison
Design Model. 1990. 8 pp. NCJ 114915. Free.
Prison officials in South Carolina adapted plans prepared
for a Federal prison in Arizona, thereby eliminating
several costly and time-consuming steps required by the
conventional approach to prison construction.

Inmates Build Prisons in South Carolina. 1987. 12 pp. NCJ
106783. Free.
Use of inmates for construction of correctional facilities
will decrease the cost of building and at the same time
provide incentives and training to develop skills.

Jail Construction in California. 1990. 12 pp. NCJ 125097.
Free.
California’s program to fund construction of county jails
is an attempt to address the problems of crowding and
deterjoration of facilities that are faced by corrections
authorities nationwide.

Maine Jails: Progress Through Partnerships. 1987. 8 pp.
NCJ 104918. Free.
This summary of Maine’s successful efforts to improve
its jails focuses on State, county, and local planning; jail
design; fostering public support for jail improvements;
and State jail standards and inspection.

New Construction Methods for Correctional Facilities. 1986.
8 pp. NCJ 100121, Free.
After reviewing the problems of prison and jail crowding
as well as the high cost of prison construction, this
bulletin presents case studies of cost-effective prison
construction and describes NIJ’s technical assistance
services for prison construction.

Ohio’s New Approach to Prison and Jail Financing. 1986.

12 pp. NCJ 102093. Free.
Ohio’s innovative method for financing prison construc-
tion—the leasing of prison facilities by the Department
of Rehabilitation and Correction and the use of securities
with a variable interest rate—offers advantages worthy
of consideration by other States planning prison
construction,

Oklahoma Prison Expansion Saves Time and Money. 1987.
6 pp. NCJ 105290. Free.
Oklahoma achieved rapid and inexpensive prison
construction by expanding an existing institution with
a minimum security housing unit of 90 cells, using -
the design of a previous project and prefabricated
construction,
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Stopping Escapes: Perimeter Security. 1987. 12 pp. NCJ

104600. Free.
Based on a 1984 Bureau of Justice Statistics survey of
903 State correctional facilities, this report compares
types of prison perimeter security, with particular
attention to New York State’s procedure for selecting the
appropriate type of perimeter security for each prison,
and provides guidelines for selecting perimeter security.

Other Publications and Reports

Building On Experience (Model program description). 1987,

70 pp. NCJ 103869. $8.40 (U.S.), $9.10 (Canada), $12.50

(other).
This case study describes how Ohio has exploited the
potential of new approaches in construction, design, and
financing to build a prison that was not only less
expensive to construct than a traditional design, but is
expected to realize long-term savings becanse of
innovative management and financing methods.

Correctional Facility Design and Management (Issues and
Practices). 1985. 128 pp. NCJ096969. $9.90 (U.S.),
$11.55 (Canada), $15.60 (other).
This publication discusses a 1-year study of correctional
facilities construction in 15 States and outlines the
practices and processes used in the planning, design, and
construction of the facilities.

Development of a Test Method To Evaluate Penetrating
Resistance of High Security Glazing. 1986. 240 pp. NCI
104868. $5.20 (U.S.), $5.20 (Canada), $7.10 (other).
This report describes the development of a test method to
evaluate the penetration resistance of glazing materials
(used as a barrier material in correctional facilities)
subjected to a simultaneous attack of mechanical impact
with a sharp-pointed tool and heat application.

Federal Surplus Real Property Transfer Program (Fact

sheet). 1992, 1p. LT 000045. Free.
The purpose of the Federal Surplus Real Property
Transfer Program is to transfer or convey to State and
local governments, at no cost, surplus real property
determined by the Attorney General to be required for
correctional facility use. Through this program, correc-
tional facility capacity is enbanced so that programs and
projects may be provided for the care and rehabilitation
of incarcerated criminal offenders.

Additional Readings

These additional readings reflect a representative sample of
citations available from the NIJ/NCIRS literature collection
on corrections construction.

Planning and Design

“Architecture and Design: Solutions to Crowding.” Correc-
tions Today, vol. 50, no. 2 (April 1988). 199 pp. American
Correctional Association, 8025 Laurel Lakes Court, Laurel,
MD 20707. NCJRS availabitity: Interlibrary loan. NCJ
110579.
Twenty-three articles discuss various aspects of building
correctional facilities quickly and efficiently, without
sacrificing quality, to help relieve prison crowding
rapidly and without excessive costs.

Comparison of “Direct” and “Indirect” Supervision
Correctional Facilities, Final Report. 1989. 107 pp. Jay
Farbstein and Associates, Inc., San Obispo, CA 93401.
National Institute of Corrections, Prison Division, Wash-
ington, DC 20534. NCIRS availability: Interlibrary loan.
NCJ 120820.
Data from a mail survey and case studies of direct and
indirect supervision jails and prisons formed the basis of
a comparison of the two approaches in terms of their
costs, staff impacts, safety and security, behavior in
relationship to the physical environment, design issues,
and overcrowding.

Correctional Facility Planning and Design, Second Edition.
J. Farbstein, 1986. 396 pp. Van Nostrand Reinhold, 135
West 50th Street, New York, NY 10020. NCIRS availabil-
ity: Interlibrary loan. NCJ 104227.
These step-by-step guidelines give local officials detailed
information on planning new jail construction or making
major renovations to existing facilities.

Design Considerations in the Building of Women's Prisons.
S.V. Carp and J.A. Davis. 104 pp. National Institute of
Corrections, Washington, DC 20534. NCIRS availability:
Interlibrary loan, copy reproduction, and microfiche. NCJ
131813.
Issues specific to the design of a correctional facility for
women are discussed with emphasis on the need to
support programming that recognizes and addresses
female offenders’ roles as parents, their histories of
abuse, and their involvement with crime because of their
distorted perceptions of their relationships with men.
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Design, Equipment, Construction and Other Blunders in
Detention and Correctional Facilities. JR. Rowan. 1990.
14 pp. Juvenile and Criminal Justice International, Inc.,
Roseville, MN 55113. NCIRS availability: Interlibrary loan
and microfiche. NCJ 123655.
This study consists of interviews and onsite surveys at
correctionai facilities at the State and local level to
determine the extent to which faulty facility design and
construction have threatened operations and life-safety.

Design Resource File: A Guide to Information for Architects
Designing Justice Facilities. 1988. 115 pp. American
Institute of Architects, Washington, DC 20006. NCJRS
availability: Interlibrary loan. NCJ 118733,
This guide provides resources to assist in the design of
criminal justice facilities, a glossary of corrections
terminology, and an outline for courtroom planning. The
planning and design of law enforcement, judicial, and
correctional facilities are described.

“Designing Tomorrow’s Jails.” J.T. Potter. American Jails,

vol. 4, no. 3 (September/October 1990). 8 pp. American Jail

Association, 1000 Day Road, Suite 100, Hagerstown, MD

21740. NCIRS availability: Interlibrary loan. NCJ 132389,
The advantages and disadvantages of three types of jail
designs (linear intermittent supervision, podular indirect
supervision, and podular direct supervision) are dis-
cussed regarding new construction.

Federal Prisons: Revised Design Standards Could Save
Expansion Funds. 1991. 18 pp. U.S. General Accounting
Office, Document Handling and Information Services
Facility, P.O. Box 6015, Gaithersburg, MD 20877. NCJRS
availability: Interlibrary loan. NCJ 129936.
Federal prison crowding and plans for expanding
correctional facilities were studied with emphasis on
whether the Federal Bureau of Prisons is using reason-
able and cost-effective measures of capacity in
determining the extent of crowding and the need for
additional facilities.

Guidelines for Reducing the Liability for Inmate Suicide.
R. Atlas. 1987. 31 pp. Atlas and Associates, 600 Northeast
36th Street, Suite 1522, Miami, FL 33137. NCJIRS availabil-
ity: Interlibrary loan. NCJ 107383.
This manual examines prior research on suicides in jails
and lockups, explores the responsibilities of the supervis-
ing agency, discusses several case studies, and presents
architectural and management strategies to reduce the
desire and opportunity to commit suicide.

Jails: Reform and the New Generation Philosophy. L.L.
Zupan. 1991. 196 pp. National Institute of Corrections,

- Anderson Publishing Company, 2035 Reading Road,

Cincinnati, OH 45202. NCJRS availability: Interlibrary loan.
NCJ 126941. :
The evaluations presented focus on how the “new
generation” (podular/direct supervision) jail philosophy
is implemented in jail architectural design and inmate
management style and how the philosophy affects the
quality of institutional life for inmates and staff.

More For Less: Jail Construction Cost Management

Handbook. 1987. 161 pp. Kitchell CEM, Sacramento; CA

95816. NCIRS availability: Interlibrary loan. NCJ 127977,
This handbook is designed to assist California’s local
governments in designing and constructing cost-effective
jails,

Prison Expansion: Program to Identify DOD Property for
Prison Use Could Be Improved. 1990. 44 pp. U.S. General
Accounting Office, General Government Division, Washing-
ton, DC 20548. NCJIRS availability: Interlibrary loan and
microfiche. NCJ 128034.
An analysis of actions taken by Federal agencies to
ensure that military property is considered for conversion
to minimum security prisons as an alternative to new
prison construction found that as of September 1990 no
military property had been identified that will be
converted to prison use.

Small Jail Design Guide: A Planning and Design Resource

Jor Local Facilities of Up to 50 Beds. 1988. 440 pp.

National Institute of Corrections, Jail Division, Boulder, CO

80301. NCJRS availability: Interlibrary loan. NCJ 114582,
This manual uses the resuits of a survey of 255 jails of
50 beds or fewer as the basis of a discussion of the
operational and design issues that must be addressed for
each functional component of a small jail.

What Is the Future of the “New Generation Jail” in Califor-
nia? C.S.Koehler. 1987. 134 pp. California Commission
on Peace Officers Standards and Training Center for Execu-
tive Development, 1601 Alhambra Boulevard, Sacramento,
CA 95816, NCJRS availability: Interlibrary loan and
microfiche. NCJ 111021.

This paper surveys new jail construction in California to

ascertain the impact of the “new generation” jail tech-

nology on the future of corrections.
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Siting and Community Impact

Comparative Analysis of Property Values in the Vicinity of
New Correctional Facilities at the Oshkosh Correctional
Institution and Its Relationship to the Proposed Racine
Correctional Institution. 1987. 12 pp. Howard, Needles,
Tammen, and Bergendoff, 1127 West Park Place, Milwau-
kee, WI 53224, NCIJRS availability: Interlibrary loan. NCJ
114940.
This study of the potential effects on surrounding
neighborhood property values of the construction of a
new prison at the St. Bonaventure site in Sturtevant
(Wisconsin) uses an appropriate parallel case for
comparison.

Economic and Fiscal Impacts of a State Prison at Delano,
Kern County. L.L. Parks, EM. Lofting, and C.E. Davis.
1988. 105 pp. Engineering-Economics Associates, Inc.,
Berkeley, CA 94707. California Department of Corrections,
Sacramento, CA 95814. NCIRS availability: Interlibrary
loan. NCJ 115504.

This study evaluated the economic and fiscal impacts of

a proposed State prison for men near Delano in Kern

County, California.

Economic and Fiscal Impacts of a State Prison in Madera
County. L.L. Parks and EM. Lofting. 1987. 66 pp.
Engineering-Economics Associates, Inc., Berkeley, CA
94707. California Department of Corrections, Sacramento,
CA 95814. NCIRS availability: Interlibrary loan. NCJ
115508.
This study evaluated the economic and fiscal impacts of
a proposed State prison for women to be constructed
between Madera City and Chowchilla in Madera
County, California.

“Effects of Prison Sitihg Practices on Community Status
Arrangements: A Framework Applied to the Siting of
California State Prisons.” J.D. Krause. 1992. 29 pp. Crime

and Delinguency, vol. 38, no. 1, special issue (January 1992).

NCIJRS availability: Interlibrary loan. NCJ 135968.
This article contends that positive relations between
prison facilities and the community promote the quality
of life of correctional staff, inmates being reintegrated,
and noncorrectional community members.

Economic and Fiscal Impacts of a State Prison Near Wasco,
Kern County. L.L. Parks, E.M. Lofting, and C.E. Davis.
1988. 80 pp. Engineering-Economics Associates, Inc.,
Berkeley, CA 94707. California Department of Corrections,
Sacramento, CA 95814. NCIRS availability: Interlibrary
loan. NCJ 115503.

This study evaluated the economic and fiscal impacts of

a proposed State prison facility near Wasco in Kern

County, California.

Impact of Correctional Facilities on Land Values and Public
Policy. K.S. Abrams and W. Lyons. 1987. 600 pp. Florida
International University, FAV-FIU, Joint Center for Environ-
mental and Urban Problems, North Miami, FL. 33181.
National Institute of Corrections, Washington, DC 20534.
NCIRS availability: Interlibrary loan. NCJ 127852.
This study investigated the popularly held notions that
the presence of a correctional facility in a community
creates a risk to public safety, lowers nearby property
values, and reduces the community’s quality of life.

Impacts of a New Prison on a Small Town: Twice Blessed or
Double Whammy? K.A. Carlson. 1990. 282 pp. Clallam
County Sheriff’s Department, Port Angeles, WA 98362.
National Institute of Justice, Washington, DC 20531, NCJRS
availability: Interlibrary loan, microfiche, and copy reproduc-
tion. NCJ 128309. _
The initial impacts of a new medium-security prison on
a small, rural Washington community were analyzed
during a period starting in August 1985 just before the
completion of construction through September 1989,

Prison Impacts: A Review of the Research. K.A. Carlson.

1989. 23 pp. Peninsula College, Port Angeles, WA 98362.

National Institute of Justice, Washington DC 20531. NCJRS

availability: Interlibrary loan and microfiche. NCJ 120517.
This review of the research on the impact of a prison on
the community in which it is located concludes that the
community and prison sizes, the prison’s location in
relation to inmate and employee origins, and four other
factors all influence the direction of the impacts.

State Environmental Quality Review: Notice of Completion of

Final Environmental Impact Statement. 1987. 11 pp. New

York State Department of Correctional Services, Division of

Program Planning, Research and Evaluation, Albany, NY

12226. NCIRS availability: Interlibrary loan. NCJ 108460.
This final report describes the environmental impact of a
proposed 700-bed, medium-security correctional facility
to be built on an 81.3-acre site in Ogdensburg, New
York.
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Using Former Military Installations as Correctional Facili-
ties. 1990. 66 pp. Office of Economic Adjustment, U.S.
Department of Defense, Washington, DC 20301. Bureau of
Prisons and Bureau of Justice Assistance, Washington, DC.
NCIRS availability: Interlibrary loan. NCJ 124375.

This manual summarizes the ways in which Federal,

* State, and local governments have acquired 14 former
military properties and used them as 19 separate
correctional facilities.

Finance Methods

Approaches for Capital Cost Avoidance in State Correctional
Facility Construction. S.A. Carter. 1987. 15 pp. Carter-
Goble Associates, Inc., Columbia, SC 29201. National
Conference of State Legislatures. NCJRS availability:
Interlibrary loan. NCJ 127870.
State legislatures should evaluate every feasible means
of avoiding excessive capital costs for new correctional
facilities, while providing safe and humane institutions
that meet constitutionally mandated requirements.

Constructing Correctional Facilities: Is There a Role for the

Private Sector? 1987. 60 pp. Brookings Institution, 1775

Massachusetts Avenue NW., Washington, DC 20036.

NCIRS availability: Interlibrary loan. NCJ 111104,
Conference proceedings.

Dollars and Sense: Cost-Cutting Strategies for Correctional
Facilities in the 90’ s and Beyond. D.N. Sandberg. 1990. 35
pp. American Institute of Architects, Committee on Archi-
tecture for Justice, Washington, DC 20006. NCIRS
availability: Interlibrary loan. NCJ 128843.
A 1990 conference sponsored by the American Institute
of Architects Committee on Architecture for Justice
brought architects, officials of State and Federal correc-
tions agencies, and planners together to discuss the
current and future needs of correctional systems and
strategies for increasing the cost-effectiveness of
correctional facilities.

“Lease/Purchase Option Solves Financial Dilemmas.”
M. Scott and M. Gotschall. Corrections Today, vol. 51, no. 2
(April 1989). 3 pp. American Correctional Association,
8025 Laurel Lakes Court, Laurel, MD 20707. NCJIRS
availability: Interlibrary loan. NCJ 129554.
Lease/purchase has emerged as an attractive alternative
for corrections agencies as well as municipal issuers with
important financing needs.

Prison Financing and Construction Plan, State of Texas.
R. Scott. 1987. 48 pp. Texas Criminal Justice Division,
P.O. Box 13084, Austin, TX 78711. NCIRS availability:
Interlibrary loan, copy reproduction, and microfiche. NCJ
112057. v
From 1980 to 1986, total admissions to Texas prisons
rose by 122.8 percent, while prison capacity increased by
only 51.5 percent. Ruiz-mandated depopulation agree-
ments will reduce capacity further in 1987-1989.

Standards

Correctional Standards Review and Evaluation. 1991. 114
pp- American Correctional Association, 8025 Laurel Lakes
Court, Laurel, MD 20707. National Institute of Justice. '
NCIRS availability: Interlibrary loan, copy reproduction, and
microfiche, NCJ 131239.
This final report on the review and evaluations of revised
National Correctional Standards and Accreditation
includes the first draft and camera-ready copy of a study
of the cost implications of the third edition.

Standards for Building Materials, Equipment, and Systems
Used in Detention and Correctional Facilities. R.D. Dikkers
and S.C. Reeder. 1987. 105 pp. U.S. Department of
Commerce, National Bureau of Standards, Center for
Building Technology, Washington, DC 20534. National
Institute of Corrections, Washington, DC 20534. NCJRS
availability: Interlibrary loan. NCJ 127937.
This study develops guidelines, tests methods, and sets
technical bases for standards that can assist in the
selection, application, and maintenance of building
materials, equipment, and systems for use in detention
and correctional facilities.

Standards Sketchbook: Cost Implications of Third Edition
Standards for Adult Correctional Institutions. 1990. 80 pp.
Community Resource Services, Inc., Kents Hill, ME 04349,
NCIRS availability: Interlibrary loan and microfiche. NCJ
127478.
These drawings, tables, and accompanying text describe
the differences between the second and third editions of
the American Correctional Association’s standards for
adult correctional institutions, iltustrate the design
implications of both sets of standards, and portray the
range of practice that might be possible under the old and
new standards.
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Technical Criteria for Detention and Correctional Facilities.
241 pp. Alberta Public Works, Supply and Service Capital
Development, Edmonton, Alberta, Canada, T6G SA9.
NCIRS availability: Interlibrary loan. NCJ 125834,

This report represents minimum standards for security in-

the design and construction of detention and correctional
facilities in Alberta, Canada.

Explanation of Availability

NCJRS Document Loan Program. Documents in the
collection are available through interlibrary loan for a
transaction fee of $4.50 per document ($5.00 U.S. funds for -
Canadian borrowers). NCIRS lends documents only to other
libraries. To initiate a document loan, contact your local
public library or agency library. Include full title(s) and NCJ
number(s) on a standard four-part AL A form. Libraries
exempt from the interlibrary loan fee include Federal
libraries, State and local criminal justice libraries, and
members of the Criminal Justice Information Exchange
Group.

NCJRS Microfiche Program. Selected documents in the
collection are available from NCIRS on microfiche. Micro-
fiche documents may be purchased for $2.00 per title.

NCJRS Copy Reproduction. NCJRS will photocopy
documents with no copyright restrictions on a cost-recovery
basis ($5.00 a document, 10 cents per page).

For further assistance, contact the Construction Information
Exchange: N1J/NCIRS, Box 6000, Rockville, MD 20850;
800-851-3420. ’
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NIJ’s Construction o

Information Exchange . . .

Bringing corrections officials fresh insight to help
plan, finance, design, and build prisons and jails

As aresult of an extensive data-gathering effort, NIJ’s Construction Information
Exchange (CIE) has for the first time collected information on: ‘

B Secure areas of facilities that have law enforcement or court components within them.

B Facilities serving special inmate populations such as drug offenders, females, elderly
inmates, and inmates who are HIV positive.

B Facilities using closed-circuit television, perimeter detection/alarm(s), satellite or
cable communication, paging or sound systems, and other systems using advanced
technologies. '

B Land acquisition costs, equipment and furnishing purchases, site development and
acreage, financing methods, and location-specific information.

Corrections officials! This is only a fraction of the information available through the -
Exchange. CIE’s services and resources can also help you:

Access up-to-date and cost-oriented data.
Updated regularly, the Construction Data Base now includes information on more than 500 facilities nationwide. The full array
of data supplied by the architects and facility administrators for each completed and operational prison and jail is included,
ranging from design concepts, construction costs, and financing methods to staffing levels, cell capacity,
inmate profiles, and operational costs. Selected information from the data base is available in book form,
with floorplans, in the National Directory of Corrections Construction.

Benefit from the experiences and approaches of other corrections officials.
The Construction Reference and Referral Service has specialists who can locate answers to your
questions or refer you to knowledgeable sources. The specialists also link coordinators of
corrections conferences to resources helpful in planning and publicizing events.

L
1

Inmate Rooms
1

Inmate Rooms

Learn how to save construction time and money.
Construction Bulletins highlight critical corrections issues and provide
case studies of selected construction projects. The Bulletins describe new
time- and cost-saving building techniques, creative partnerships, and
financing methods.

To tap into this unique network for corrections information,
call 800-851-3420 or write to Construction Information

Exchange, National Institute of Justice/NCIRS, Box 6000,
Rockville, MD 20850.
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