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GENERAL CONDITIONS ESTIMATE 

Description  Quantity  Unit  Rate     Total 
Temporary Facilities 
Field Offices, General  5 MO $465 $55,800
Common‐Use Field Offices  3 MO $201 $14,472
Temporary Equipment 
Fire Extinguishers  20 EA $25 $500
Heating Equipment  3 EA $500 $1,500
Temporary Utilities 
Temp. Water  ‐ MO $150 $3,600
Heating and Cooling  ‐ MO $35 $840
Ventilation and Humidity Control    ‐ MO $20 $312
Electric Power  ‐ MO $2000 $48,000
Lighting   ‐ MO $400 $9,600
Telephone  ‐ MO $200 $4,800
Support Facilities 
Fencing – Perimeter 8’ Wire  1 LS $24,920  $24,920
Parking  1 MO $500 $120,000
Waste Disposal   1 MO $1,500  $36,000
Crane (2 wks)  2 WK $800 $25,600
Security and Protection Facilities 
Stormwater Control  1 LS ‐ $3,000
Signs  4 EA $400 $1,600
Supervision 
Project Executive (50%)  1 YR $90,000  $135,000
Project Manager (50%)  1 YR 75,000  $112,500
Project Engineer (100%)  2 YR $55,000  $110,000
Project Superintendent (100%)  2 YR $65,000  $130,000
Safety Inspector (100%)  1 YR $80,000  $160,000
Other 
Ceremonies  1 LS ‐ $1,000
Travel/Meal Charges  1 LS ‐ $5,000
Drawings  1 LS ‐ $10,000
Photos  1 MO $200 $2,400
Totals    $1,016,444 
Bonds/Insurance  1 LS ‐ $500,000
With 4% Fee  1 LS ‐ $1,557,100

TOTAL GENERAL CONDITIONS ESTIMATE $1,577,100 
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