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ARCHITECTURE

2175 K STREET NW

IS LOCATED ON THE

NorTH SIDE OF K STREET
AT 22ND STREET AND
WASHINGTON CIRCLE. THE
EIGHT-STORY STRUCTURE WAS
BUILT IN 1981. CURRENTLY,
1T 1s 108,000 GROSS SQUARE
FEET. THROUGH THE USE OF
TRANSFER DEVELOPMENT
RIGHTS, THE BUILDING WILL
BE INCREASED IN HEIGHT BY
THREE FLOORS. THIS VERTICAL
ADDITION WILL INCREASE THE

EXISTING GROSS SQUARE FOOTAGE BY 37,500 SQUARE FEET.

THE NEW 22ND AND K STREET FACADES WILL BE A UNITIZED GLASS

AND METAL CURTAIN WALL SYSTEM. A STATE-OF-THE-ART SOLAR
LOUVER SYSTEM WILL SCREEN THE EXISTING FAGADE AND PROVIDES
PASSIVE SOLAR SHADING TO THE NEW FAGCADE; WHILE SIMULTANEOUSLY
KNITTING THE ENTIRE BUILDING TOGETHER. A NEW GLASS CORNER
OVERLOOKING WASHINGTON CIRCLE SPANS FLOORS 2 THROUGH 11,
BLENDING THE NEW AND THE OLD SYSTEMS TOGETHER.

STRUGCTURE

THE FOUNDATION CONSISTS OF EXISTING 48"x48"x24" FOOTERS,
SEVERAL OF WHICH UNDERWENT MINOR EXPANSIONS TO SUPPORT
THE NEW LOADS IMPOSED BY THE ADDITIONAL STRUCTURE ABOVE.
THE EXISTING BUILDING CONSISTS OF CAST IN PLACE CONCRETE.
WHEREAS THE NEW STRUCTURE IS STRUCTURAL STEEL WITH
LIGHTWEIGHT SLAB ON DECK. SEVERAL COLUMNS WITHIN THE
EXISTING BUILDING WERE REINFORCED WITH STEEL JACKETS OR
CARBON FIBER TO SUPPORT THE ADDITIONAL LOADS IMPOSED

BY THE NEW STEEL STRUCTURE.

.‘ IIIII%{/IZ/I/%_,F

MECHANIGCAL

THE MECHANICAL SYSTEM FOR THIS PROJECT CONSISTS OF A
MAIN COOLING TOWER THAT SERVICES A SELF CONTAINED UNIT
ON EACH FLOOR USED FOR THE CONDITIONING OF THE TENANT
SPACES. TO CONDITION THE CORE OF THE BUILDING, A
CLOSED LOOP WITH VAV’S WAS UTILIZED. THE NEW FLOORS,
9 THROUGH 11, AND EXISTING LEVEL 8 WILL BE CONTROLLED
BY A NEW BAS sysTEM. THE EXISTING FLOORS, B1 THROUGH
7, WILL BE CONTROLLED BY THE EXISTING PNEUMATIC SYSTEM.
AS TENANT FLOORS TURNOVER, THE OWNER WILL UPGRADE THE
ENTIRE BUILDING TO RUN OFF OF THE NEW BAS sysTEM.

ELECTRICAL

THE ELECTRICAL SERVICE FOR THE NEW CONSTRUCTION
ENTERS AT 2,000A AND IS DISTRIBUTED ON A 208Y/120V
SYSTEM. THE EXISTING BUILDING HAS TWO 6,000A FEEDS.
THE EXISTING SWITCHGEAR WAS REPLACED WITH NEW
SWITCHGEAR THAT HAS THE CAPACITY TO FEED PANELS ON
LEVELS B3 THROUGH 11. A NEW BACKUP GENERATOR WAS
INSTALLED TO SERVICE THE WHOLE BUILDING.

LIGHTING

THE LIGHTING IS OPERATED ON A 120V SYSTEM AND USES
ENERGY EFFICIENT FLUORESCENT LAMPS WITH ELECTRONIC
BALLASTS. THE BASE BUILDING DID NOT INCLUDE COMMON
AREAS ON THE NEW FLOORS. LIGHTING DESIGN AND
INSTALLATION WILL BE PART OF THE TENANT FIT OUT.

SUSTAINABILITY

THIS BUILDING IS TRYING TO OBTAIN LEED EB. To HELP
IN THIS MATTER, A PASSIVE SOLAR SHADING SYSTEM WAS
IMPLEMENTED. ANOTHER SUSTAINABLE FEATURE TO THIS
PROJECT IS THE USE OF A GREEN ROOF. SUCH A ROOF IS BEING
INSTALLED ON A PORTION OF THE NINTH FLOOR.

TiMmoTHY CoONROY
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Executive Summary

Analysis | — Backup Generator Analysis

This analysis looked into the relative benefit of utilizing a buildings existing backup generator
as an energy source in an attempt to reduce peak electrical demand and thereby reduce
electricity costs. It was determined that the existing Cummins 300 kW diesel generator was
not a viable candidate for such an activity but larger natural gas generators could be. Based
upon the proposed Caterpillar 450 kW N.G. generator, this resulted in an annual savings of
$6,054 with an initial cost of $176,400 and a payback period of 36.5 years. Along the same
lines, a Caterpillar 1040 kW N.G. generator resulted in an annual savings of $135,300 with an
initial cost of $507,700 and a payback period of 4.1 years. The cost per square foot when
computed based upon new construction area was found to be $16.31.

Analysis Il — Green Roof Analysis

This analysis investigated the relative benefit of incorporating a modular green roof onto 2175
K Street. It was determined that a system such as the one chosen would cost the owner an
additional $105,900 or $19.26 per square foot to install a GreenGrid® modular green roof.
Based upon the existing single-ply EPDM roof as a base, the green roof would result in an
annual savings of $5,056 or 32,800 kWhrs based upon an electric rate of $0.1543. This
system has a payback period of 20.9 years. When the cost of the existing design is factored
in, the payback period drops to 9 years. The cost per square foot when computed based upon
new construction area was found to be $3.14.

Analysis 111 — Curtain Wall Redesign Analysis

This analysis researched the relative benefit of changing the existing curtain wall with a super
insulated Schuco FW 50+.SI curtain wall. In addition, based upon the selected system, the
benefit of including solar collectors within the glazing was analyzed. The resulting figures are
as follows; when simply using the super insulated curtain wall system, the initial cost was
$808,000 which works out to an added cost of $38,500 with an annual savings of $132,600.
This resulted in a payback period of 5.8 years but the associated added cost was recovered in
the first year. When solar collectors were added to the non-vision glass, the initial cost was
$846,000, with an annual savings of $138,700, and a payback period of 5.3 years. When solar
collectors were included in the vision glass, the initial cost was $962,000, with an annual
savings of $152,600, and a payback period of 5.6 years. With both solar collection options,
the added cost was recovered the first year. The cost per square foot when computed based
upon new construction area was found to be $1.14 based upon a super insulated system.

Analysis IV — Smart Power Strips Analysis

This analysis looked into the relative benefit of implementing a system of Smart Power Strips
within an office building setting. Based upon the planned 400 tenants, an annual savings of
$105,600 was calculated. The initial cost of this system was found to be just under $12,000,
with a payback period of only 0.11 years or 1.36 months. The cost per square foot when
computed based upon new construction area was found to be $0.36.
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Project Background

2175 K Street NW Washington DC is located in the north side of K Street at 22" Street and
Washington Circle. The eight-story structural concrete building was built in 1981. As
originally constructed, it was 108,000 gross square feet. Through the use of Transfer
Development Rights, the building height was increased by three floors. This vertical addition
increased the existing gross square footage by
37,500 square feet.

The new 22nd and K Street facades were
designed to be a unitized glass and metal
curtain wall system. In addition, a state-of-the-
art solar louver system was intended to screen
the existing fagade and provide passive solar
shading to the new fagade; while
simultaneously knitting the entire building
together, old and new. A glass corner feature
overlooking Washington Circle spanning floors
two through eleven will blend the new and old
systems together. These two attempts, along
with a new coat of white Tnemec Enviro-Crete
paint over the existing brick facade, will
provide a unified look to the building.

As previously mentioned, the project consists of

a fully occupied eight-story building owned by
Minshall Stewart Properties. The architect on
this project is FOX Architects with Appian Realty
Advisors serving as the construction manager. The Structural engineer was Rathgeber/Goss
Associates, MEP engineer was META Engineers, and the general contractor was James G.
Davis Construction.

Figure 1 Project Rendering by FOX Architects

Concerning the project schedule, the design phase began in June of 2006 and preconstruction
February 2007. Construction started on 1 August 2008 and was scheduled to be substantially
completed on 18 December 2009. Finally, demobilization and project closeout was scheduled
to be completed on 11 March 2010.

The scope of this project was to make structural improvements to the foundation of the
existing concrete structure, followed by structural upgrades to the existing columns to allow
for the safe transfer of newly applied loads down into the bedrock beneath the building
foundation. Next, as mentioned previously, three stories of structural steel were to be added
to the top of the existing building. To top off the new structure, a new elevator machine room,
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mechanical penthouse, and cooling tower were to be added. The existing elevator machine
room and mechanical equipment was to be decommissioned and removed from the site.

One area of concern on this project was the existing elevator bank of three elevators that
needed to be modernized and extended to service the three new levels. According to the
contract, the general contractor had with the owner, two of the three elevators were to remain
operational throughout construction to allow for the building tenants to move vertically
through the building with minor disturbance.

Site Layout Planning

Site Layout Summary

As mentioned in the previous technical report, the project is located on the north side of K
Street at 22™ Street and Washington Circle. The neighboring buildings consist of a residential
building to the north, a commercial building to the east, K Street to the south, and 22™ Street
to the West. For reference, a vicinity map is inserted below.
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Figure 2 Project Vicinity Map
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Site Layout Plan (All Phases of Construction)

A site layout and logistics plan was created for 2175 K Street as a means of maintaining a safe
and efficient site for construction and the tenants of the occupied portion of the building. This
site plan can be found in Appendix B at the end of this document or a larger version can be
found on the 2175 K Street thesis website under Technical Assignments, Technical
Assignment Two.

Several key aspects of this site make it more challenging to maintain a safe and efficient
working environment, which will be outlined, in the following paragraphs. The most
important aspect to all construction sites is safety. Where this project differs from the normal
construction project where the key focus is on the construction worker and the pedestrians
moving around the site, on this project, the previously mentioned concerns still exist but there
was an additional party that had to be protected.

First, this project enforces a safety plan, developed by DAVIS, which is more stringent in
comparison to the standard OSHA requirements. A prime example of this is according to
DAVIS’ safety plan, hardhats and safety glasses are to be worn at all times. Where this
differs from OSHA is OSHA only requires hardhat and safety glasses until the area of
construction in
which a worker is
performing his or
her work has a
finished ceiling.

22ND STREET =

41 K STREET NW

Concerning the )
tenants of  the
occupied portion of
the building, the
project team has to
maintain a safe point
of entry into the
building at all times.
This was
accomplished by
utilizing a covered
walkway with Figure 3 Site Layout Plan
access to several

points of entry. Additionally, for those workers who do not enter the building from the street,
the access to the parking garage and the parking spaces within, have to remain available at all
times. To accomplish this, the point of entry into the garage has to be free of construction

2175 K Streer NW
WasaingToN DC
11 STORIES
(8 EXISTING & 3 NEW)

TIMOTHY CONROY | THE PENNSYLVANIA STATE UNIVERSITY



|AE SENIOR THESIS FINAL REPORT]| 3 APRIL 2010

vehicles at all times. For this reason, DAVIS filed for a permit to allow them to close one of
the two lanes of K Street on the south side of the building. Because of this decision, the point
of entry remains open and the closed lane allows for a variety of activities to utilize the space.
Several examples of how this space could be used might be for dumpsters, laydown area,
construction parking, crane pick location etc. Based upon the attached site plan, this area was
used for all of the previously mentioned items.

Finally, with respect to the pedestrians traversing the site, covered walkways and safety nets
were used to protect them from falling debris. Along K Street and 22" Street, in accordance
with DC regulations, a covered walkway was constructed with plywood and 2” x 4”
dimension lumber and safety signs were posted. Regarding the covered walkway running
along 22" street, there is a break in the protection to allow construction materials to enter the
site and move to the hoist whereby they would be distributed throughout the project. To
maintain the safety of the pedestrians, when materials are being delivered, construction
workers block the covered walkway to prevent injury. Once the material is safely on site, the
construction workers will free the pedestrians to move about freely. Additionally, to protect
the tenant of the neighboring building, a safety net was installed to catch any falling debris off
the northwest corner of the building. This net is to remain in place throughout the duration of
the project.

Pertaining to the vehicular traffic entering the below grade parking structure, a safety platform
will be used during masonry construction on the west fagade to prevent any damage or loss of
life due to falling debris.

The loading dock on the north side of the building is to remain operational until construction
on it is to begin. The construction in this area had to be completed prior to the start date of the
tenant contractor’s contract as to allow the tenant in the existing floors to vacate the building.
The scope of work for this location primarily entailed renovating the ramp to allow larger
trucks to access the space. To achieve this, a number of structural beams had to be moved and
the loading dock to be extended outward.

The crane used on this project was a 2-ton tower crane with a modified base to allow it to sit
atop four existing columns. As previously mentioned the maximum lifting capacity was two
tons and the crane had a reach of 110 feet. The location of the crane is based upon the
location of a future elevator shaft serving levels nine through eleven. The location of this
tenant elevator shaft resulted in less patchwork needing to be completed at the point when the
crane was to be removed. The only place where this patchwork was needed was on the roof
level. Based upon the location of the tenant elevator shaft, the crane could still reach all areas
of the site. Special attention had to be given to the patios of the northern residential tower
when lifting over the rooftop patios.
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The material hoist was strategically located on the west side of the building where it was
possible to deliver material and distribute it throughout the project. No other location on the
site is conducive for such a task.

To gain more space for tasks such as waste removal, laydown and/or storage, the right lane of
22" street was partially closed as indicated on the attached site plan. Additional storage area
was located on the roof of the covered walkway. As a result, the covered walkway had to be
constructed in a way that would allow it to carry the load imposed by the stored material.

The site layout plan shown in Appendix C is very similar to the one used by the general
contractor on the project. Due to the space constraints, there are very few possible altercation
that could be made.

Site Workflow Plan

In addition to the Site Layout Plan, two workflow plans have been created to show how
material, work in progress, and subsequently trash flows throughout the various floor plans.
Located in Appendix D, are such diagrams. The first of two plans attached is level 8 followed
by level 9. Level 9 is representative of levels 10 & 11 with the exception of the partial roof
covering level 8 located on north side of level 9 closest to the neighboring residential
building.

In general, the material enters the designated level and is distributed throughout. The material
entering the floors is

indicated by the gray ka2 ' oo S S
arrows and moves from 4 4 & ¢ — 1
the  material  hoist : B ey v pgm— oy g 4 ol
located at the southwest 4 ‘a =T ] = "

- 2 " S g b L—J = v
corner and flows in both I g i e F AR e
directions  surrounding ] J' i | =] oy RSt

I | ., £ R B ‘ = - ! ™ o
the core of the building , | ; : ez 7 |
and meets at the I * v | i R v [
northeast corner. _T_his T b @_.J " J
was done to maximize ; <P : -
the efficiency of the l“a‘i'.i}'l';."ljl _ P < <
workers. The flow of i L: L i I i I lo -1 K
work IS typically I LJ\ & iJ ;
counterclockwise as 3 &_IZ 5 > v . . r_._Jjﬁ %
indicated by the black S G i c— ' = =4
arrows. Figure 4 Workflow Plan (8th Floor)
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To maintain a clean site to help mitigate safety risks, the trash flowed in the opposite direction
as the material. Therefore, the trash flowed from the northeast corner and moved toward the
southwest corner where the hoist is located. This is indicated on the plan by the red triangles.

The work in the core of the building generally followed behind the work on the facade. This
can also be seen when referencing the attached detailed project schedule located in Appendix
B.

Moving onto levels nine 7 . .
through roof, the _ Ar i [ i

workflow is very similar : . ,ALﬁ : L_-J-----------------"T-‘f;---; ------ 5 e
to the workflow as | e " R ;' J”r e .VE_J" : E
indicated in the previous - |E. {_:‘J - = Nl
few paragraphs. The key q L LT L o
difference is on the north P :

wall; as mentioned above, € : v
there is a portion of the = e g g
roof that begins on the i LJ e
ninth  floor  thereby m* < < : <

changing the flow of —__IH i i I 1 R i
material on the floor. On = T ey =
this facade, scaffolding \:(Eiff'“," z = “@) Ty
was erected on the ninth , = ” = Sy
floor roof to create a Figure 5 Workflow Plan (9th Floor — Roof)

working platform from
which work was done.

Please reference Appendices C and D respectively for a visual representation of what was
described in this section.

Project Schedule

The drawing preparation for 2175 K Street began in early February and proceeded to bid in
the following year. This process took much longer than anticipated by the owner due to
several impeding factors. Davis quickly began the submittal process in April 08 with the
award of the subcontracts, which was followed by submittal preparation, approval, and
fabrication. After a few changes to the construction documents, Davis then mobilized in
August of the same year.
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The work began with the improvements to the existing cellar levels, followed by preparation
work to the existing fagcade and roof. After which, work on the new steel structure was
started. This phase is primarily composed of framing and pouring the concrete piers from
which the load imposed by the new steel structure and live load associated with the floor area
will be transferred into the existing structure. To ensure the existing structure will be able to
carry the newly imposed loads, steel jackets or carbon fiber reinforcing was incorporated.
Column reinforcing used varied by location.

Subsequently, after the steel structure was complete and the associated lightweight concrete
on metal deck, work began preparing the existing elevator machine room for construction. To
begin work on the existing elevator machine room, the new penthouse and new elevator
machine room needed to be watertight. While this was ongoing, the work on the new facade
began, starting on level nine and working to level eleven. Once the penthouse was dry, work
could begin on installing the equipment needed to take the building off the outdated HVAC
system and turn it over to the new system.

Simultaneously, once the new elevator machine room was dry, work began on extending the
existing elevator shaft up to the new EMR. This work started with elevator number one then
two and finally three, always maintaining two operational elevators for tenant use. The proper
phasing and timely completion of these activities was of the utmost importance to the owner.
To accomplish this task safely, much work had go into place. The shaft under construction
was required to be isolated from the other two to prevent debris and other hazards from
entering the occupied shafts. Additionally, any work that affected all three elevators needed
to be done after hours while a trained operator was in control of the elevator’s movement.
Because of this, a great deal of effort was expended to consolidate the number of events where
all three elevators were being worked on. These activities primarily occurred in the existing
elevator pits.

Concurrently, with the previously mentioned areas, work on the building core and perimeter
was started. This category involves the installation of ductwork, electrical conduit, plumbing,
fire suppression, etc. Additionally, the elevator shaft construction is included within this
category. For reasons pertaining to workflow, the elevator shaft was discussed above.
Furthermore, wall framing, drywall, ceiling construction, restroom construction, doors &
hardware, and a number of other actives are included in this category.

Work on the cores of the building began on the tenth floor, then moved up to the eleventh,
then down to the eight, and finished on the ninth. This was done to allow enough time for the
new EMR to be completed prior to demolishing the existing one. Additionally, the project
field offices were initially located on the eighth floor and were to be relocated when work on
the eighth floor was scheduled to begin. Once this happened, the offices and other support
items were relocated to the B1 level.
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Next, work began on the first floor, beginning with the storefront system and composite metal
panels, followed by the construction of the new main lobby. The work on the northwest
corner of the building needed to be completed prior to work starting in the main lobby. This
was due to the main entrance of the building being relocated to the entrance located at said
corner while the lobby entrance was closed due to construction activities.

This project was completed in March 2010, with demobilization being completed in
November 2009 and closeout was started in December. This project has two substantial
completion dates. The first is to be at the completion of the second elevator and the second is
to be at the completion of the third elevator.

For reference, the detailed project schedule can be found in Appendix B at the end of this
document.

The intent of the following table is to be a quick synopsis of the project schedule for 2175 K
Street. It contains the key features from the Primavera P6 schedule but in a condensed format.
Included in the table are the categories of construction activities, the start and finish dates, the
duration, and most importantly, the percent of total duration. This percent compares the
duration of the category to the sum total of all the category durations. To draw attention to the
top five categories based upon duration, they have been highlighted in yellow and are in bold
font.

2175 K STREET, NW
Project Schedule Duration Comparison
Percent of Total
Category Start Finish Duration Duration
Preconstruction 02-Feb-07 01-Oct-08 434 16%
Submittals 27-May-08 28-Sep-09 350 13%
Contract Changes 03-Nov-08 31-Mar-09 107 4%
Mobilization 01-Aug-08 19-Dec-09 361 13%
Cellar and Existing Levels 03-Mov-08 12-Oct-09 246 9%
MNew Structure 08-Dec-08 31-Aug-09 191 7%
Fagade and Roof 24-Nov-08 09-Dec-09 273 10%
Penthouse 13-Apr-09 21-Jul-09 72 3%
Elevators 19-Mar-09 04-Mar-10 251 9%
First Floor 17-Jun-09 15-Dec-09 130 5%
Core and Perimeter 08-Apr-09 12-Nowv-09 157 6%
Froject Completion 20-Jun-09 11-Mar-10 189 7%
2761 Total Days
Project Total 02-Feb-07 11-Mar-10 810 Callendar Days
162 Weeks
General Conditions 01-Aug-08 11-Mar-10 420 Callendar Days
84 Weeks

Figure 6 Project Schedule Duration Comparison

The purpose of this table is to quickly emphasize the key contributors to the overall length of
the schedule by comparing the duration of each construction category to the total duration of

THE PENNSYLVANIA STATE UNIVERSITY | TIMOTHY CONROY



3 APRIL 2010 |AE SENIOR THESIS FINAL REPORT]|

the project. This way, the reader can quickly see areas of greatest emphasis. This becomes
critical when attempting to accelerate the project schedule. To make the key contributing
factors more apparent, the top five categories, based upon duration, have been highlighted in
yellow and are in bold font.

Building Systems Summary

Demolition

The nature of this project is an occupied renovation. The demolition portion of this project
consists of selective demolition on the two parking levels, the cellar level, the ground level,
the cores of levels two through seven, level eight, and Roof and Penthouse level. Most of the
materials involved with these areas consisted of drywall, light gauge metal framing, electrical
conduit, lighting fixtures, and ceiling tile and track.

Going into a little more detail, the demolition work on parking level three consisted of
removing the old generator and fuel oil tank, the concrete pad beneath the previously
mentioned equipment, and the chain-link fence used to surround the generator and tank.

On the ground floor, the project scope contains the renovation of the space occupied by
Starbucks Coffee. In addition, the building lobby is to receive a makeover. In general, the
majority of the demolition is the removal of interior walls.

Moving onto another place of interest, on levels two thru seven, the demolition consists of the
removal of the toilets and toilet partitions, the partition support steel, the vanities along with
the supporting steel, the ceiling tiles and track, lighting fixtures, and the floor tile. The
support steel for the vanities and the partitions will be reused in the new construction but the
rest is to be scrapped.

On levels eight, the demolition is quite extensive leaving only the structural concrete, elevator
shaft, and fagade intact.

With regards to the roof and penthouse demolition, the work consisted of maintaining
operation of the existing cooling tower and mechanical equipment until the new penthouse
was completed.

The existing building was built in 1981 and because of this, there was no lead paint or
asbestos abatement necessary.
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Structural Steel Frame

This project involves the addition of three levels of structural steel with lightweight slab on
deck construction. Levels ten and eleven structural slab is to be 3 %” lightweight concrete
over 2” deep by 18 gauge galvanized composite metal deck measuring a total of 5 ¥4~
reinforced with 6x6 -W2.0 x W2.0 welded wire fabric. The typical bay size is 23’-3” by 36°-
8”. To achieve these spans, composite beams were utilized. The crane used to erect the steel
and pour the concrete slabs was placed where a future elevator and grand staircase was to be
installed. This elevator was to only service levels eight thru eleven. Due to the constraints
imposed by the limited space on site, the crane was placed atop four columns on the existing
roof. Concrete piers were poured to create the foundation on which the crane was placed.
Carbon fiber and/or steel jackets were used to allow the column to carry the new load imposed
by the crane and the material lifted by it. The crane used was a 2-ton tower crane.

Cast in Place Concrete

There was limited cast in place concrete on this job. It was limited to the lightweight slab on
deck, equipment pads, and the minor expansion of several of the existing footers. The
foundation of the existing building consists of 48” x 48” x 24” footers, where several
underwent minor expansions as previously mentioned to support the new loads imposed by
the additional structure above. The existing building consists of cast in place concrete where
several columns received carbon fiber or steel jackets to help them carry the newly imposed
load from the new construction. Where there was new cast in place concrete, edge angle was
used to create the edge of slab and wood formwork for the equipment pads. The concrete
used for the lightweight slab on composite metal deck was 3,000psi (110 PCF) and the
concrete used in the above mentioned concrete piers was 4,000psi (145 PCF). Where the
footings needed expanding, 3,000psi (145 PCF) concrete was used.

Mechanical System

The primary mechanical room for this project is located on the penthouse level. Located there
is one 1,200 GPM 350 ton induced draft cooling tower which serves eleven self-contained
packaged water cooled units throughout the building. Each of the self-contained units on
levels nine, ten, and eleven contain a 14,000 CFM fan with an incoming air temperature
ranging between 65° and 80°F and a returning air temperature of 53°F with respect to cooling.
Each SCU is rated for 35 tons of cooling. On the other hand, with respect to heating,
electrical resistant heating coils operated on 3-phase 208V power were used. The previously
mentioned self-contained units service the tenant spaces whereas a closed loop system with
VAV’s was used in the building core.

The fire-suppression system combined sprinkler/standpipe system. In areas affected by
freezing conditions, a dry system was used. Such a location included a portion of the loading
dock. In all other areas, a wet system with heat sensitive sprinkler heads was used.
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Electrical System

The main service feeders for the building enter from the Pepco transformer vaults on K Street
at the cellar level. Due to the nature of the project, the Pepco vaults were not touched and
therefore the size and type of transformers held within is unknown. The electrical service for
the new construction enters at 2,000A and is distributed on a 208Y/120V system. To handle
the new electrical load, a new switchgear along with two 2,000A distribution panels were
added. The emergency power is supplied by a 250 KW 208Y/120V diesel generator.

Masonry

The masonry used on this project was only a veneer. Red clay brick was used on the North
facade facing the neighboring apartment buildings from level nine thru the roof. Incorporated
into the brick fagade is one punch window on each floor with three punch windows in total.
To assist in the placement of the brick, scaffolding was erected on the eight floor roof and
extended up to the eleventh floor roof. Where the roof on the ninth floor was not present,
swing stages were utilized in the placement of the brick. The brick dead loads at each level
and is then carried by a piece of angle iron attached to the structure. To prevent lateral
movement in and out of the plane of the wall, brick ties were used every couple of brick
courses.

Curtain Wall System

There are several types of systems that make up the building facade. As mentioned above,
masonry was used on the north facade while a curtain wall system was used on the south and
west facade and ribbon windows were used on the east fagade. The curtain wall system used
on the south and west facades is a unitized system comprised of aluminum framing and
exterior glazed glass panels. Each unit is one story in height and four feet in width. On the
southwest corner of the building, due to its prominent location, a separate type of curtain wall
system was used. This stick built system is three units wide and spans the total height of the
building starting on level two and extending up to the roof. Accent Metal Services was
responsible for the design and Harmon was responsible for the installation.

Support of Excavation

There was very limited excavation on this project because it was an existing building before
the project started and the building was to remain in use throughout construction. The only
excavation needed was to expand a number of the footings below parking level two. This
excavation did not require any support because the footers are on bedrock and the expansion
only adjusted the width in the x-y plane. The height of the footer was not adjusted therefore
underpinning was not required either.
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LEED Requirements

When the owner first approached the design team with the desire to put this project into the
works, they had no intention of pursuing any LEED certification. Approximately one year
into the construction phase of the project, the owner came to one of the owners meetings and
started tossing around the idea of going for a LEED certification. Due to the public desire to
rent “green” space, the owner decided to move ahead with LEED in mind. Due to the nature
of the project and the point at which they expressed an interest, LEED in the traditional terms
was not an option. The architect mentioned the possibility of achieving LEED EB (LEED for
Existing Buildings). The owner, based upon a suggestion from the architect, decided to
contract a third party consultant to conduct a LEED feasibility study and they would go from
there.

Even though LEED was never an end goal, the design team did incorporate a few LEED
strategies into their design. First, the solar shades on the facade of the building could provide
passive solar shading and thereby reduce the thermal gain and consequently reduce the
mechanical load on the building during the summer months. The other distinct green feature
was the green roof that covers the roof on the ninth floor. Because the green roof is not the
primary roof system, the area it covers is rather small, only approximately 12% of the total
roof surface.

General Conditions Estimate

An estimate was compiled to represent the general conditions on the 2175 K Street site. A
summary of this general conditions estimate is located in the tables below. More detail is
available in Appendix E at the end of this document.

The estimate is comprised of the following areas:

e permitting

e supervision and management teams salaries

e general conditions

e miscellaneous labor

e courier fees

e adump truck driver

e DAVIS equipment/vehicle rental

e temporary facilities

e punch list / warrantee
Sales tax is included for the DC area on all applicable material. Additionally, insurance and
employee benefits are included in the grand total. The grand total, as shown below, comes out
to $1,467,112. A detailed cost comparison is outlined on the next few pages.
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The table below is designed to show a price comparison between the various items included in
the estimate as well as shows the percentage of each item with respect to both the subtotal and
the total for each category. These categories are material and labor. To highlight the largest
contributing factors, they have been highlighted in yellow and the font is bold.

Going into more detail, the percentage located in the “Percent of Subtotal” beside each item
compares that items material or labor cost respectively with the subtotal for that category.
Similarly, the percentage located in the “Percent of Total” compares the total for that item
with respect to the total for that category. The only difference between the subtotal and total
is the addition of the insurance and employee benefits on the labor cost.

The category "DAVIS rentals” is the primary contributing factor in relation to the total
material cost. This cost is $177,442, which computes to 74.6% of the total cost of material.
Included in this line item is vehicle rental, field office equipment, etc. The largest
contributing factor for the cost of this line item is the project manager’s vehicle and the cost
associated with it.

On the other hand, the supervision and project management line item is the largest percentage
with respect to the total labor costs for the project. This line item costs $712,626, which
computes to almost 90% of the subtotal and almost 58% of the total cost associated with
labor. The reason for the decrease in the percentage when going from subtotal to total is due
to the addition of insurance and employee benefits. This number is within reason because
typically the staffing cost on a project is the primary factor in the cost of general conditions.

2175 K STREET, NW

Contractor General Conditions

(Prce Companson - Percentage)

ToTaL PErRCENT PERCENT ToTaL PERCENT |PERCENT|
MAaTERIAL oF (=1 Lasor =1 oF
CATEGORY/ACTIVITY CosT SuBTOTAL ToTaL CosT SusToTAaL | ToTaL

Permit 5 $ - - -
Supervision & Project Manage ment 5 - - - $ 712,625.72 $0.86% 57.97%
General Conditions 5 838161  361% 361% | $ - - -
Miscellaneous Labor 5 - - - $ 43.206.00 5.45% 3.51%
Courier s s 609202 | 0.8%% 0.57%
Dump Truck - Driver 5 - - - $ 3.496.46 0.44% 0.28%
Rentals (DAVIS) S 17744106 | 74.50% 74.50% | § - - -
Temporary Facilities 3 25.723.69 10.81% 10.81% $ - - -
Safety 5 2512834 | 10.56% 1056% | $ 2427750 3.06% 1.08%
Punch List / Warrantee s 100000  042% 042% | 245700 031% 0.20%
SUBTOTAL [s 23787560 | 1621% | 793.055.60 | 54.06%
TOTALS [ s 23787560 | 1621% | 1.229.236.18 | 83.79%
GENERAL CONDITIONS GRAND TOTAL | $1,467,112

Figure 7 General Conditions Price Comparison - Percentage
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The next table shows the relation between each line item and the associated cost per week
over the duration of the specific activity. As shown in the below table, the total weekly
material cost comes out to $2,673 and the total weekly labor cost is $13,812. Similarly, in
comparison to the last table, with respect to materials, "DAVIS rentals" has the highest
weekly cost equaling $1,994. Additionally, with respect to material, supervision and project
management equates to $8,007 per week. This amount is over four times the highest weekly
cost concerning material. This fact reinforces the statement above regarding staffing being the
largest cost associated with general conditions. The total general conditions, when compared
to the duration of the project, come out to $16,484 per week.

2175 K STREET, NW
Contractor General Conditions
(Price Comparison - Cost per Week)
TOoTAL CosT ToTaL CosT
MATERIAL PER LaBor PER
CATEBORY/ACTIVITY QUANTITY CosT WEEK cosT WEEK
Permit 0 5 $ - _
Supervision & Project Manage ment 89 3 - - $ 71262572 | § 8,007
General Conditions 89 3 §581.61 | % 9% ]% - -
Miscellaneous Labor 69 $ - $ 43206.00] % 626
Courier 36 5 $ 699292 | § 125
Dump Truck - Driver 3 $ - - $ 349646 | $ 1249
Rentals (DAVIS) 89 § 17744196 |8 19941]% - -
Temporary Facilitie s 69 § 25723698 371 % - -
Safety 69 § 25128345 3621% 24277501 % 350
Punch List / Warrantee 3 3 1,000.00 | 400 | § 2457001 § 983
SUBTOTAL [ 89 | $237,87560 |3 2673 [$ 793,055.60]% 8911
TOTALS [ 89 | $237.87560 | $ 2673 [$ 1,229236.18[$ 13312
GENERAL CONDITIONS GRAND TOTAL | | $1,467,112 | 516,484

Figure 8 General Conditions Price Comparison - Cost per Week

The total general conditions, when compared to the duration of the project, come out to
$16,484 per week. To calculate this amount, the maximum duration was used, in the case of
2175 K Street, this duration is eighty-nine weeks. This duration differs slightly from the one
calculated in the project schedule because the project team is involved before the site is
mobilized. The duration found in the detailed project schedule section was calculated from
mobilization to the completion of the closeout phase.
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Basis for Chosen Analyses

Concerning 2175 K Street, very little effort was invested into reducing the building’s energy
consumption. This was considered to be an opportunity for improvement given the current
state of the economy and rising fuel costs. According to the United States Green Building
Council, in the United States alone, buildings account for 72% of electricity consumption®.

In the following pages, several analyses will be discussed, all of which involve the theme of
reducing energy consumption in buildings. These analyses will be custom tailored to the
project constraints of 2175 K Street but the principles discussed within each could be applied
to any number of projects.

All four analyses were chosen based upon the aforementioned theme of reducing electricity
consumption in buildings. Another important component is upfront cost and thereby will be
discussed because it is typically the primary deciding factor when a building owner is
choosing to implement a given strategy or not to. Additionally, payback period is extremely
important because they want to know if they invest a given amount of money, how quickly do
they recover that initial investment and begin to receive a positive cash flow from the given
change. One last metric that will be discussed within each section is the relative cost per
square foot floor area.

Consequently, at the end of each section is a brief conclusion that summarizes the finding of
the analysis as well as any associated final recommendations regarding the feasibility of the
suggested changes. In addition, at the end of this report is a “Final Words” section which
serves to summarize all of the analyses in one location and provide the final recommendations
based upon the relative payback periods of each component of each analysis.

Masters of Architectural Engineering Requirement

To satisfy the Master of Architectural Engineering Requirement, the knowledge gained
through several masters level classes was implemented throughout this report. For example,
the knowledge gained through AE 597D Sustainable Building Methods helped to shape the
theme of the four analyses within. In addition, with respect to the analysis entitled Backup
Generator Analysis, the premise that forms the foundation of said analysis was envisioned
during said class. Additionally, the mechanical calculations were done based upon the
knowledge gained through AE 542 Building Enclosure Science and Design. More
information regarding the specifics of the knowledge gained through said courses can be
found within each analysis. Lastly, the knowledge gained in AE 572 Project Development
and Delivery Planning helped to create more thorough financial models that were discussed
within this report.

1 USGBC. http://www.usgbc.org/DisplayPage.aspx?CMSPagelD=1718
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Backup Generator Analysis

Area of Potential Improvement

As discussed previously, it is estimated that buildings in the United States use upwards of
72% of the electricity produced. This is a rather large number and needs to be addressed.
Over the past several years, much emphasis has been placed on reducing this number in an
attempt to prevent the worsening effects of global warming. This analysis was conducted to
help do just that. Many people would never consider using the backup generator as a source
of sustained power in a building, but this “out-of-the-box” thinking is needed to help drive the
effort to reduce electrical consumption by buildings and promote on-site electricity
generation.

Proposed Solution

The first analysis conducted is one that investigated the area of peak energy shaving.
Currently, most if not all electricity utilities charge a premium on energy consumed at peak
times during the day. To reduce the amount of electricity the building is consuming during
these hours several strategies could be implemented. Some examples of such strategies are,
utilizing a combined heat and power system, using the backup generator to supplement the
electricity load, and many others. Two additional strategies that could prove beneficial in
some situations could be the use of ice storage in conjunction with the building mechanical
system and photovoltaics in conjunction with the building electrical system. An ice storage
system could be used to offset the energy consumed by the mechanical system when cooling
the building to the design temperatures. Likewise, a photovoltaic system could offset some of
the building electrical load.

Based upon the concern of increasing first time costs, this analysis will look into the benefits
of utilizing the existing backup generator to decrease electrical loads. Due to the current state
of the economy, owners are increasingly wary of adding cost to their projects. Because of this
concern, it was decided to investigate using the backup generator that was already specified to
be installed to reduce the electrical demand the building is imposing on the local grid.
Another benefit to using on-site power is the loss of energy due to transmission losses is
reduced. Transmission losses occur when power is transported long distances from the
generation plant to the end user due to resistance in the copper lines. By shortening this
distance, the system can become more efficient.

Benefits

There are a number of benefits to implementing any of the aforementioned strategies. The
immediate benefits would be the reduction in the electricity bill for the owner. Additionally,
one benefit not realized at first would be the savings associated with leveling out the
electricity demand which would be a cost savings to the electric utility thereby reducing
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wasted efficiency associated with running a power plant at less than full load. A great deal of
efficiency is lost when a utility has to ramp down a power plant. If more effort was invested
in balancing out the electricity demand from buildings, the power plants would be able to run
at optimal efficiency, thereby electricity would cost less and fewer greenhouse gasses would
be emitted. Additionally, the nation is starting to realize the power of the sun and other
sources of renewable energy. This is why photovoltaics will become more influential in the
near future as the technology is fine tuned and initial cost is reduced.

Regarding the conducted analysis, using the backup generator to help offset building
electricity loads was the primary focus and will be discussed in the following pages.

Drawbacks

One major area of resistance is in terms of first time cost. Concerning the opportunity of
using the backup generator to offset the electricity usage of the building has no additional cost
to implement and therefore will be the focus of this analysis. Another facet that will need to
be explored is the impact of running the backup generator in a sustained manner would have
on the building and its tenants. This analysis will look into the sound and exhaust
characteristics to ensure safe and practical use of this system.

Research

The research component of this analysis was to investigate the potential health implications
that result from the proposed solution. Additionally, research into other types of generators
was investigated to determine if one type has benefits that outweigh another. In other words,
the base generator studied was a 300kW diesel generator and in addition, several sizes of
natural gas generators were explored. Lastly, research was done to determine if additional
design criteria are necessary when proposing to use the backup generator in such a manner.

Methodology

e Research drawbacks to proposed solution (occupant health)
e Calculate energy savings vs. added fuel cost

e Evaluate adequacy existing wall construction

e Investigate ways to further increase sound attenuation

e Evaluate schedule impact

e Perform a constructability review

e Summarize findings
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Preliminary Tools to be Used

e Original Equipment Manufacturers and Dealers
e Project Owner, Professors, and colleagues
e Microsoft Excel

Expected Outcome

The expected outcome from this analysis included having a positive effect on the energy
consumption of the building while creating a guide for other projects to use to evaluate their
potential energy savings. To do this successfully, occupant health was a key facet of this
analysis.

Occupant Health

When proposing to use a fuel-burning generator to supplement the building’s electrical
demand, occupant health must be considered. When introducing a combustion engine into an
enclosed environment, numerous toxic agents will need to be addressed. The following chart
includes the permissible exposure limits for various toxins associated with the combustion of
a diesel engine.

Carbon Monoxide 50 ppm
Carbon Dioxide 5000 ppm
Nitric Oxide 25 ppm
Nitrogen Dioxide 5 ppm
Sulfur Dioxide 5 ppm

Carbon Monoxide?

The symptoms associated with carbon monoxide exposure are headaches, tachypnea
(shortness of breath), nausea, weakness, dizziness, confusion, hallucinations, depression,
cyanosis (blue coloration of the skin), and eventually death.

Exposure to this toxin will have a negative effect on a person’s cardio vascular system, lungs,
blood, and central nervous system.

2 OSHA Chemical Sampling Information: http://www.osha.gov/dts/chemicalsampling/data/CH_225600.html
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Carbon Dioxide®
The symptoms associated with carbon monoxide exposure are headaches, dizziness,
restlessness, heart rate, elevated blood pressure, coma, asphyxiation, and convulsions.

Exposure to this toxin will have a negative effect on a person’s lungs, skin, and cardio
vascular system.

Nitric Oxide*

The symptoms associated with nitric oxide exposure are eye, nose, throat, wet skin irritation;
cough, shortness of breath, pulmonary edema (may be delayed); methemoglobinemia,
cyanosis; headache; abdominal pain, nausea; confusion, drowsiness, convulsions,
unconsciousness.

Exposure to this toxin will have a negative effect on a person’s eyes, skin, respiratory system,
blood, and central nervous system.

Nitrogen Dioxide®

The symptoms associated with nitrogen dioxide exposure are irritation of eyes, nose, throat;
cough, mucoid frothy sputum, decreased pulmonary function, chronic bronchitis, dyspnea
(breathing difficulty); chest pain; pulmonary edema, cyanosis, tachypnea, tachycardia; eye,
skin burns; dermatitis, frostbite (upon contact with liquid); Acute: Burns in mouth, throat and
stomach. Chronic: Headache, weakness, loss of appetite, nausea, sores in nose and mouth,
erosion of teeth and emphysema.

Exposure to this toxin will have a negative effect on a person’s eyes, respiratory system, and
cardiovascular system.

Sulfur Dioxide®

The symptoms associated with sulfur dioxide exposure are eye, nose, throat irritation;
rhinorrhea, nosebleeds; choking, coughing, shortness of breath, chest pain, pulmonary edema,
cyanosis; reflex bronchoconstriction; eye, skin burns; frostbite (on contact with liquid);
asthma; chronic bronchitis.

Exposure to this toxin will have a negative effect on a person’s eyes, skin, and respiratory
system.

¥ OSHA Chemical Sampling Information: http://www.osha.gov/dts/chemicalsampling/data/CH_225400.html
* OSHA Chemical Sampling Information: http://www.osha.gov/dts/chemicalsampling/data/CH_256700.html
> OSHA Chemical Sampling Information: http://www.osha.gov/dts/chemicalsampling/data/CH_257400.html
® OSHA Chemical Sampling Information: http://www.osha.gov/dts/chemicalsampling/data/CH_268500.html
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Based upon the specifications supplied by the manufacturers of the chosen generators, all of
them comply with emissions standards of the governing bodies and are therefore acceptable to
use in the proposed scenario. Additionally, with regards to the adequacy of the existing
exhaust duct, it was determined through discussions with the mechanical subcontractor on the
project that the added cost associated with the proposed change with regards to the size of the
generator would be negligible.

Resulting Energy Savings

The energy saving results are based upon the existing generator and three different proposed
generators. The first generator analyzed was the existing Cummins 300kW diesel generator.
In addition, three different sizes of Caterpillar generators were investigated. These generators
were 350kW, 450 kW, and 1040 kW; all using natural gas as the fuel source. The following
table is a summary of the results of this analysis.

Summary
Size | Anmual Energy Additional | Pavback
Generator Tvpe: (kW) Savings Cost Cost Period
Diesel® 300 (547.498.67) $38.800 N/A
Natural Gas 350 (334.806) $137.200 $40.076 NiA
Natural Gas 450 $6.053.72 $176.400 340,076 35.76
Natural Gas 1040 $135.308.33 5407 680 140,076 331

*Existing Generator

Figure 9 Summary of Energy Savings

This analysis was based upon running the generator for a full eight hour day and five days a
week. Additionally, each generator was analyzed at 25%, 50%, 75%, and 100% load. With
regards to electrical utility rates, a price of $0.1543 was assumed. This rate was determined
by contacting the local electric provider’ PEPCO. Additionally, the fuel prices were found at
the Department of Energy website for the District of Columbia. More information on the
details of this analysis can be found in Appendices G through J. Included within each
appendix is a table showing the breakeven points associated with each generator option.
Additionally, each table shows the energy savings associated with running each generator at
partial load.
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Option One (Existing Generator)

Going into more detail, with regards to the base case, the projects existing generator, this
option turned out to have a negative energy savings associated with it. When operating the
diesel generator at full load, the yearly savings was calculated to be approximately negative
$48,000. This was attributed to the fact that the owner was not purchasing a generator for
which was intended to run on a daily basis. This generator was chosen based on a standby
output that was sufficient to run the life safety systems within the building and its price point.

After determining the net savings for this option was negative, breakeven points were
calculated. This was done to determine the operational limits of several key factors that
would cause the net savings to be turn positive. When discussing fuel efficiency, the
generator’s fuel consumption rate would need to be reduced by 33%, or from 23.15 gallons
per hour to 15.50 gallons per hour. Similarly, fuel costs would need to drop by 33%, or go
from $2.986 to $2.000. This factor would be the most important to the owner because if the
cost of diesel fuel were to drop below $2.00, however unlikely, this option would become a
viable solution for reducing the overall cost associated with the building’s electrical load.
Additionally, it was determined if the existing generator had an output 50% larger than it does
now, this would also cause the net savings to breakeven. This factor is beneficial to the owner
because it indicates what minimum performance is needed if this strategy of peak energy
shaving were to became a future goal. The last contributing factor that was assessed was the
cost of electricity. It was determined, for the net savings to end up positive, the cost of
electricity would have to rise above $0.2304 per kWhr. As discussed previously, the current
rate is $0.1543 in Washington DC, which mean the cost of electricity would need to increase
by 50%.

When discussing these breakeven points, it is important to point out that the assumption was
made that all other factors were held constant and only the one factor in question was altered.
This could prove to be unrealistic based upon simple economics. In other words, if the fuel
cost were to increase, the cost of electricity would increase accordingly.

Option Two (350kW Natural Gas Generator)

A similar set of calculations were performed using a natural gas generator manufactured by
Caterpillar with an output of 350kW. Analogous to the resulting net savings of Option One,
this generator’s savings ended up being negative. These values were calculated based upon
the current cost of natural gas being $12.08 per thousand cubic feet and the cost of electricity
the same as discussed option one.

In terms of net savings, this scenario results in net annual savings of negative $34.86.
Consequently, the breakeven points are as follows, a maximum fuel consumption rate of 4471
cubic feet per hour (0.03% reduction), a maximum fuel cost of $12.076 per thousand cubic
feet (0.03% reduction), a minimum generator capacity of 350.11 kW (0.03% increase), and a
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minimum electricity cost of $0.15435 per kWhr (0.03% increase). These values prove to be
encouragement for further investigation.

Option Three (450kW Natural Gas Generator)

As expected based upon the results discussed with respect to option two, this generator
configuration results in a positive net annual savings of approximately $6,100. After this was
determined, a dealer was contacted regarding the cost associated with this generator. This
cost was figured to be approximately $180,000. When the additional cost associated with the
labor and material needed to get the natural gas from the main line running north-south along
22" Street into the building and over to the generator enclosure, the payback period was
calculated to be around 36 years. This is reasonable due to the high initial cost and relatively
low annual payback.

The cost breakdown is as follows, $176,400 equipment, $20,000 excavation, $10,000 roadway
patching, and $10,000 piping. These prices include labor and material. The equipment cost
was provided by a Caterpillar dealer in the metro-DC area and the other three costs were
estimated after contacting the general contractor on the project.

Option Four (1040kW Natural Gas Generator)

The same calculation was performed based on a 1040kW natural gas generator. This
calculation was done on a purely speculative basis. This is because the current size of the
generator enclosure would need to be substantially increased, which is beyond the purpose of
this analysis. In addition, the results to be discussed in the following section, “Sound
Attenuation,” are based upon the base generator not one of this size. With that said, the net
annual savings associated with this generator were calculated to be positive $135,000. When
the additional costs are assessed, the payback period would be approximately three years.
This assumes the current electrical feeders are of sufficient size and capacity to handle the
startup of this generator.

If the owner wanted to install such a large generator, substantial costs could arise depending
on the currently installed infrastructure. New piping and other electrical wiring and
equipment might be needed to support the larger generator.

The calculations discussed within this section along with more details can be found in
Appendix G, H, I, and J respectively.

Sound Attenuation

Another factor controlling the success of this analysis is the resulting sound level associated
with running a generator for a sustained length of time during normal business hours.
Consequently, an acoustical analysis was performed. First, the adequacy of the existing
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construction was assessed and determined to be insufficient in containing the sound waves
emitted by the generator.

The sound pressure levels for the base case, generator enclosure walls made of concrete and
CMU, ranged from 58.3 dB at 4000 Hz up to 70.8 dB at 125 Hz. These values are
unacceptable based upon the control cases, discussed in the following section, and therefore
more attention must be given to this situation in an attempt to reduce the amount of sound that
is allowed to exit the generator enclosure and make the construction code compliant.

Subsequently, alternative construction methods were considered. The local code in
Washington, DC stipulates that a point source can have a maximum sound pressure level
equal to that of traffic on the roads directly outside of the building. To assess the existing
generator, it was compared to several acceptable situations. These being typical office
activities sound levels, classroom sound levels, and normal conversation sound levels. These
sound levels are shown in the table below.

Goal Transmission Loss
Frequency (Hz.)

Location Type 125 250 500 1000 2000 4000
Office Activities 50 50 50 50 50 50
Classroom 66 72 77 74 63 60
Normal Conversation 57 62 63 57 48 40

Figure 10 Goal Transmission Loss

The values within the table are measured in decibels. These values can be found in
Architectural Acoustics by M. David Egan as well as the rest of the values within the
following tables.

In an attempt to reduce the transmitted sound levels emanating out of the generator enclosure,
several wall assemblies were considered. The following table outlines the chosen assemblies.

Construction Description

Construction No. 7
Construction No. §
Construction No. 9

2 bv 4 woed studs 16 in oc with 1/2-in gypsum board both sides
Construction No_ 7 with 2-in glass-fiher insulation in cavity

2 by 4 staggered wood studs 16 in oc with 5/8-in gypsum board both sides

Figure 11 Construction Type Descriptions

TIMOTHY CONROY | THE PENNSYLVANIA STATE UNIVERSITY



|AE SENIOR THESIS FINAL REPORT]| 3 APRIL 2010

3-1/27 Batt Insulation
{Opticnal)

As outlined in the table on the previous T S R
page, the selected construction type was . o
Construction No. 9. The figure to the _gdil
right is a representation of what was 2 =
determined to be the best method of wall
construction that reduced the sound
transmission to the predetermined levels
that will be discussed in the following
few pages. As discussed above, this
construction entails using 27 x 4~
staggered wood studs with 5/8” drywall
on both sides. It is important to point U]
out, this wall construction is not in lieu
of the existing construction but in
addition to. To summarize, the existing
construction is cast-in-place concrete up

{
\ One or Two Layers of 5/8” Drywall

2" x 6" Base Plate

tO fOUI’ feet abOVG the Slab elevation With Floor Wall Interface
. . Non-hardening Caulking
concrete masonry units making up the Both Sides
rest of the wall height. Figure 12 Construction No. 9

These assemblies were chosen based upon their inherent transmission loss values and ease of
construction. This was done to maximize the reduction of sound at key frequencies while
maintaining a reasonable added cost. The table on the next page shows the transmission
losses associated with various building materials or assemblies as outlined above.

Transmission Loss
Frequency (Hz.)

Material 125 250 500 1000 2000 4000
Concrete 38 43 32 39 67 72
CMU 34 40 44 49 59 64
Door 23 28 36 41 39 44
Construction No. 7 17 31 33 40 33 36
Construction No. § 15 1] 34 44 46 41
Construction No. 9 23 28 28 46 a4 44

Figure 13 Associated Material Transmission Loss

Each material has a different effect on the sound transmission based upon the frequency of the
sound wave.
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The sound levels of the generator was found collected from the product data submitted by the
subcontractor to the general contractor and are as follows.

Sound Level
Frequency (Hz.)
125 250 500 1000 2000 4000
Generator 100.3 1048 109.9 113.1 111.7 109.7

After calculating the composite TL based upon the added wall construction, the resulting
sound pressure levels could be calculated. These values are shown in the following table and

Figure 14 Base Generator Sound Level

are based upon the three construction types discussed earlier in this section.

Resulting Sound Level

Construction No. 7 5 392 350 273 223
Construction No. 8 35. 402 34.0 193 173
Construction No. 9 47.8 422 3%.0 2 11.3 143

To assist in the comparison between these resulting values and the predetermined accepted

Figure 15 Resulting Sound Level

values, the following table was created.

Summary

[
=
2]

=]
th
=

5

Frequency (Hz.)

00 i 1000

2000

4000

Per
Activity

Construction No. 7

Office Activities

Classroom

Normal Conversation

Construction No. 8

Office Activities

Classroom

Normal Conversation

Construction No. 9

Office Activities

Classroom

Normal Conversation

L8414 KA K4X

LKA KAL) KA

LI4K14] AAIL] AL

LKA AAIL] AAA

LIAIA RAIA A4S

LAA KAL) A48

L4141 AR (A|4)X

This table quickly shows if and at what frequency each construction type fails based upon the

Figure 16 Summary of Acceptable Sound Levels

accepted sound level with each category offering a different type of environment.
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As shown in the table on the previous page, the only construction type that passed all three
situations was Construction no. 9 which consists of 2” x 4” staggered wood studs 16 in on
center with 5/8-in gypsum board on both sides.

It is important to note that this wall construction is not in lieu of the concrete and CMU wall
but in addition to. When the new cost associated with construction no. 9 was calculated, the
total was determined to amount to $1,656 or $4.87 per square foot. Based upon this added
cost, if the owner wanted to reduce it, construction no. 7 could be used to reduce the sound
levels to that where normal conversation could take place but might be slightly annoying in an
office setting. Below is a table containing the relative costs for each construction type.

Construction Type Unit Cost: Unit | Extension Total
Construction No. 7 $ 309: SF 340 $ 1.050.60
Construction No. 8 $ 3% S&F 340 $ 133960
Construction No. 9 § 4.87 SF 340 $ 1.655.80

*Totals inchude a 15% waste factor
Figure 17 Construction Type Cost Breakdown

Another important aspect of this analysis that has not been mentioned, is the above sound
levels are those directly outside of the generator enclosure not those four stories up in the
tenant office spaces. The generator enclosure is separated from the office spaces by two
parking levels and a lobby level. When considering this separation, all three construction
types would prove suitable for this application. On the other hand, any shafts that travel
directly from the generator enclosure to any other parts of the building will need to addressed
accordingly to prevent sound from propagating through the shaft and being allowed to enter
occupied space.

Schedule Impact

When discussing the impact these proposed changes have on the project schedule, several
scenarios must be addressed. First, the owner were to attempt to use the existing generator to
reduce the building’s electrical demand without addressing sound attenuation, there would be
no change to the schedule because everything is being used as is. As outlined above, this
would not be recommended due to the negative affect this had on net savings.

Similarly, if the 350kW generator or the 450kW generator were to be used, the additional area
needed to install either generator was determined to be acceptable based upon the current size
of the generator enclosure. Thereby not affecting the schedule to build a larger room. To
make this scenario code compliant, the sound pressure levels would need to be addressed.
Based upon the time needed to install the material needed to reduce sound transmission to an
acceptable level would amount to a day or two. Additionally, because the general contractors
self performs this type of work and because of the location of this work, no time would be
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added to the schedule and thereby this change would result in zero dollars of added cost in
general conditions.

Constructability Review

As discussed in the previous sections, three new generators were analyzed. The original
diesel generator was 144 inches in length, 72 inches in width, and 80 inches in height. This
became the basis for determining if the new generators would be able to fit on the existing
concrete pad or if a new one would be needed. In addition, the existing diesel generator
required a “day tank” or a fuel tank capable of supplying four hours of fuel to the generator in
the event of an electrical outage. After talking with the dealer of the three new generators, it
was determined that a natural gas generator does not need such a tank because it would be
feed directly from the gas line that runs parallel to the building.

After determining the new dimensions of the three new generators, it was concluded that all
three could fit into the existing generator enclosure but the layout of the housed equipment
would need to be altered. The figure on the next page demonstrates what needed to be done.

2 1

~CAT 350 or 450kW
(178.86” By 88.02")

306) Generator

\—. En¢losure
7~ W " $306 |

—CAT 1040 kW
(187.85” BY 86.80”)

| ALIGNT ExistTinGg 300 kW R
(149.28” By 71.88”7)

K3 'l

Figure 18 Generator Enclosure Layout

As previously mentioned the new natural gas generators no longer require a fuel tank but
instead would require the installation of a gas line that ran from the gas main running under
22" street to the generator enclosure, located on parking level three. The gas line would need
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to be run from the main along 22" street under the roadway into the building, then drop to
parking level three and over to the generator enclosure. This distance is approximately 290
linear feet of piping.

The cost associated with tearing up 22" street as well as patching it after the new gas line was
included in the cost analysis and payback period previously mentioned. In addition, the cost
associated with the installation of the new gas line was also included. These prices were
determined by contacting the contractor responsible for the project and other similar
contractors within the DC area.

The conclusion of the constructability review is this solution is possible but would require
advanced planning by the owner, designer, and construction manager. In addition, substantial
upfront costs could be encountered that would need to be addressed. In the “Final Words”
section of this document, there is a summary of this analysis as well as the others yet to be
discussed with the final payback period that could be expected if all proposed changes were
implemented.

Conclusions

After all the variables are considered, the proposed attempt to reduce the building energy load
could prove beneficial if planned for from the beginning of the project and the owner was
committed to the end result of saving money through reducing electricity usage in the
building. As indicated by the 450kW generator and more drastically by the 1040kW
generator, this could be very cost effective if an owner is willing to invest the upfront cost.
Based upon the calculations associated with this section, it appears that for this specific use of
a building’s backup generator to be worth the upfront cost, larger capacity generators are
needed. When considering a payback period of just over four years, this could prove plausible
and more investigation into the aspects of this analysis could prove to be extremely useful and
could change the way the industry looks at backup generators and their role in the building’s
grand scheme.

In an effort to allow other building owners to compute the cost of the proposed change based
upon the size of a different building, the cost per square foot based upon new construction
area and total building area was computed and found to be $16.31 per square foot and $3.17
per square foot respectively.

Note: Based upon discussions with a representative from J.E. Richards, it was determined that
utilizing such a large generator such as the one discussed would require a new switchboard
and would result in an additional cost of $60 - $70K. Because this information was received
late in the development of this document, it was not figured into the above results.
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MAE Requirement

For this analysis, the knowledge gained though AE 572 Project Development and Delivery
Planning was applied in terms of financial calculations. More specifically, the knowledge
gained regarding lifecycle cost analysis was used to determine the lifecycle cost and
respective payback period for the proposed change. Any time a change is proposed that
increases the initial cost of a project or activity, a lifecycle cost analysis should be performed
and payback period determined in order to show the owner the amount of time from then the
initial cost is encountered until when that money is recovered based upon the proposed design
change.

Additionally, as mentioned earlier within this report, the premise behind this analysis topic
was based upon a theme of reducing energy consumption within buildings. This theme was
selected based upon the knowledge gained by completing AE 597D Sustainable Building
Methods. The 2009 PACE Roundtable also factored into the decisions regarding the theme
and selected topics. It was determined through AE 597D and the 2009 PACE Roundtable that
the topic of energy consumption within buildings is a critical issue faced by the industry.
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Green Roof Analysis

Area of Potential Improvement

Continuing with the theme of building electricity reduction, this analysis investigated the
electricity usage associated with heat gain and loss through the building envelope. The
mechanical system within a building is one of the primary consumers of electricity, but as
shown by buildings that use innovated strategies, this does not need to be the case.

Proposed Solution

One way to increase energy saving through electricity usage is with respect to the roofing
system of the building. The standard roofing material for many years has been asphalt. The
problem with asphalt is it absorbs and transmits into the building a large amount of energy.
Additionally, it stores heat and at a later time dissipates it into its surroundings, the
atmosphere, when the ambient temperature is less than its internal temperature. This simple
result can have a profound effect on the local microclimate of the region, also known as the
heat island effect. Additionally, the standard roofing systems tend to breakdown in sunlight,
which leads to the need to periodically replace the weather barrier on the roof.

Several different roofing types have been introduced to help combat the negative
characteristics associated with hot applied asphalt roofs or other similar roofing materials.
The three most common types are solar roofs that use solar panels to generate electricity as
well as prevent direct sunlight from hitting the roof membrane, vegetated or green roof that
use plants to control the heat gain and longevity of the roofing materials, and cool roofs that
use light colored membranes with high reflective properties to control heat gain. With respect
to vegetated or green roofs, two subtypes were explored, which are extensive and intensive.
Because the project being investigated consists of adding three stories to an existing eight
story building, it was determined that an extensive roof was better suited.

The new green roof was evaluated based upon energy consumption, thermal characteristics,
and imposed load on the building structure. Concerning energy, the amount of work needed
to install the roofing system as well as the associated energy savings will both be factored into
the results. In terms of thermal characteristics, thermal resistance, “R-Value”, and thermal
gain was considered. Subsequently, absorption will be addressed in an effort to reduce or
eliminate the heat island effect. Finally, because this project consists of adding three floors to
an existing building, additional load on this structure must be a primary focus.

Benefits

Each system inherently comes with its own associated benefits. Green or vegetated roofs can
significantly reduce the amount of storm water runoff a building needs to handle.
Additionally, the system can have significant mass and therefore has thermal characteristics
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that make it appealing. In other words, because the system incorporates earth and vegetation
onto the roof, the building is more insulated from the elements. This can have a positive
effect on the mechanical system of the building which was investigated and will be discussed
in the following pages.

Subsequently, solar roofs also have their benefits. One type of solar roofs is solar thermal,
which uses the suns energy to heat a medium which can then be use to heat water for use
within the building. This system would have very limited application on 2175 K Street,
therefore it was not by analyzed. On the other hand, solar photovoltaic or solar PV collects
the suns energy and converts it into electricity. The direct current (DC) generated can be
converted to alternating current (AC) and used within the building to supplement the
electricity demand. Because the solar panels cover the roof, the amount of direct sunlight that
reaches the roofing membrane is reduced, which in turn reduces the thermal load. Due to the
time constraints, this system was not analyzed.

The third type of roof is the cool or white roof. This system is significantly cheaper in
comparison to the other two but its benefits are fewer too. The primary benefit to using this
type of roof is the light color serves to reflect more of the suns energy back into the
atmosphere and absorb less, thereby reducing the thermal load imposed on the building.
Similarly, this roofing type serves to reduce the heat island effect in comparison to the typical
asphalt roof. Because it was determined that the green roof could be used on this project, this
roofing type was not analyzed.

Drawbacks

As with anything, there are drawbacks associated with each roofing type. With regards to the
green roof, the primary disadvantage is sheer weight. Consequently, the structure needs to be
able to support the additional weight, which isn’t typically an issue if it is decided upon early
in the project lifecycle when the roof can be designed to withstand the added load. In the case
of 2175 K Street, this presents a problem seeing as how the new construction sits atop an
existing building. Consequently, it was determined that the existing structure can support the
weight of a green roof.

Additionally, with respect to a any of the three roofing types, substantial first time cost can be
associated with them. This aspect would need to be addressed along with the possibility of
financial incentives to offset this cost. Due to time constraints, this was not included.

Lastly, cool roofs have fewer drawbacks but the associated performance of the system is
substantially less than the previous two. On the other hand, in some cases, this roof type is the
only feasible solution and on 2175 K Street, could have been the case but luckily wasn’t.
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Research

This analysis required research into each type of roofing system with respect to design
characteristics, performance data, cost per square foot, and constructability. Because this
project is located in Washington DC, weather data was needed to be collected to create a
baseline from which each system were evaluated against.

Methodology

e Research system’s design characteristic

e Determine net allowable load on existing structure
e Evaluate newly imposed load on structure

e Calculate potential energy savings

¢ Relate cost to above savings

e Calculate cost per square foot

e Evaluate schedule impact

e Conduct constructability review

e Summarize findings

Preliminary Tools to be Used

e Energyl0

e Microsoft Excel

e \Weather.com

e STADD or similar structural program
e Professors and colleagues

e Equipment Manufacturers

Expected Outcome

This analysis was designed to determine the potential benefits associated with green roofs if
implemented on 2175 K Street and what the impacts would be on budget, schedule, and
overall value. Based upon the results of this analysis, the data collected could be applied to
other similar projects to determine the feasibility of this roof type and establish an estimated
cost and performance.

Description of Existing System

The existing roofing system implemented on 2175 K Street is a typical built up single-ply
EPDM roof. The penthouse roof is comprised of several materials, first of which is the metal
roof decking. The roof deck used on this project is 3" deep rib, 20 gauge galvanized metal
deck. Above the metal deck is a layer of rigid insulation which is to taper toward the roof
drains to promote proper drainage. Next, there is a layer of single-ply EPDM roof membrane
with a gravel ballast system. At all perimeter conditions, the EPDM is continuous up and
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over the parapet and extends down as to overlap the facade material by two inches. Where
there are walkways, there is two layers of a protective mat above the roof membrane and roof
pavers above. This will create the needed walking surface but will protect the roof membrane
from damage. Because the roof membrane is EPMD, a dark colored material, the surface
temperature could reach temperatures in excess of 190 degrees Fahrenheit. This was the basis
for the proposed green roof.

Proposed Changes

In an attempt to reduce the heat gain associated with the building roof, a green or vegetated
roof was investigated. To do this, several aspects had to be addressed. First, the associated
weight of a green roof had to be determined. Next, the existing structural design had to be
assessed to determine if it could withstand the newly imposed dead load of the green roof. In
addition, the existing roof deck was not designed to withstand such loads therefore a new roof
structure was needed. To carry the weight of the green roof, composite deck was used with a
concrete topping slab was implemented to form the appropriate substrate. On top of this
would sit a system of

insulation and roof VEGETATION (¥R
membrane similar to ,
L. 4" OF GROWTH MEDIA
that of th(_a original ——
system.  Finally, the FILTER FABRIC
modular green roof EXTENSIVE GREENGRID
N MODULE - 4”
would be installed as DRAINAGE. HOLES
shown in Figure 8 to : : : PROTECTION FABRIC
the right. : ' B
As alluded to in the
previous section, it
was determined that : Single—Ply System | Ivatorotag
. . onaing esive System makeu
the benefits of using a 1/2" Dens Deck A to be i
Insulation E’;:;,‘ﬁ:ﬂ .2;“’
modular green roof Substrate siners.
for this project
outweighed those of a Figure 19 GreenGrid Green Roof (Weston Solutions GreenGrid® System)

typical built-up green

roof. An example of this is the residential building that shares a common wall with this
building up to the ninth floor roof carry a great deal of influence over decisions affecting what
they see out of their windows. As in the case of the built-up green roof already included in
the scope of the project, in its current state is in essence a mud pit without any vegetation.
The vegetation was never planted because construction of the green roof finished late in the
year 2009. This would have resulted in the roots having very little time to become established
and thereby would die when the snowfall began in the region. In the case of a modular green
roof, the modules could be procured and stored in a nursery where the plant medium would
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have optimal conditions for growth and ensuring that upon installation, plant growth would be
in full swing. This would mitigate the complaints the tenants of the neighboring residential
building would have and thereby make the process more streamline.

In addition, the storage of these modules is at no additional cost to the owner and they could
be stored for a time period up to two years until the building is prepared and ready for
installation. The only drawback to this system, in terms of storage, is based upon the
discussions with GreenGridRoofs, there are no deliveries between the months of October and
April.

Evaluate Newly Imposed Loads

As previously mentioned, the addition of a green roof on top of an existing structure adds
challenges in terms of added load. At the beginning of this analysis, the existing roof
structure was analyzed and the net allowable load that could be added onto it was established.
Based upon these findings, the green roof was selected from the three options previously
discussed.

To calculate the net allowable load the roof structure could carry, first the beams were
analyzed then the girders. Based upon conversations with the structural engineering and
several structural students at Penn State, it was determined that most likely the beams would
be the limiting factor in the design. Additionally, columns are designed to carry loads
associated with relatively large tributary areas in comparison of much smaller areas carried by
the beams. Therefore adding a small amount of load to a beam would have a negligible effect
on the columns.

The first step in analyzing the beams was each beam was found in the steel manual and based
upon type, size, and weight per foot the associated maximum moment, ¢Mp, was found.
Then, based upon this value including the length of the beam and its spacing, an allowable
load was calculated in pounds per foot. Next, the various load cases were evaluated and the
controlling one determined. Then based upon this resulting load, the beam self weight was
subtracted as well as the proposed deck construction thereby giving the net allowable load that
the beam in question could carry.
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This same process was done for all the beams in the area influenced by the green roof as
depicted by the green area shown below in Figure 9 Green Roof Area of Influence. A table
was created to show what was described in the previous paragraph and can be found in
Appendix K. A similar process was done to evaluate the girders that would in turn carry the
load imposed by the green roof to the columns.

Figure 20 Green Roof Area of Influence

The resulting net allowable load was determined to be approximately 69 psf. In light of the
recent snow fall that occurred in the DC area, the amount of snow that would cause the roof to
collapse was then calculated. To do this a green roof system had to be selected. Based upon
conversations with a representative from GreenGridRoofs, a four inch thick extensive
modular green roof was selected. This system weighed in with a saturated weight of 22 psf.
Based upon this weight and the carrying capacity of the roof structure, the following table was

created.
Green Roof

Snow Water Equivalent
SWE Precip. (in.)

= 10% 53.08

= 20% 26.54

= 30% 17.69

& 40% 1327

- 50% 10.62

Water: 100% 5.31

Notes:
T10% SWE when air temp. near 14°F
TT20% SWE when air temp. near 32°F
THF100% SWE 15 Max distance from primary
drain to secondary

Figure 21 Depth of Snow to Cause Roof Failure
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This table shows how much snow in inches the roof could carry with the green roof taken into
account. Snow Water Equivalent is used to determine how heavy snow is. It is a ratio of
snow density with respect to water. Water weights 62.4 Ibs/sf and based upon the temperature
and age of the snow, a new weight can be calculated. One important factor is the air
temperature at the time of the precipitation. If the air temperature is at 32°F then the SWE is

20% and when it is near 14°F the SWE is 10%. Therefore the two numbers of great

importance in this table is 53.08 and 26.54. This means that the roof would fail somewhere
between 26 inches and 53 inches. This becomes a great concern when considering the amount
of snow that Washington DC received this year. In addition, the number to the right of 100%
SWE or water is the maximum distance between the primary drain, the soil, and the secondary
or overflow drain.

Snow Water Equivalent Comparison

20000

180.00
£ 160.00
_E 140.00
= 12000
s
g 100.00 W Green Roof
=
= 20.00 M SolarFoof
= 60.00 B CoolRoof
&
=

Figure 22 Snow Water Equivalent Comparison

Above in Figure 10 is a graph of the relative depths that cause failure for the three types of
roof construction. In all three cases, the metal deck was selected so it was not the limiting
factor, which thereby made the roof structure control. This was done to allow the number in
the above figure to be able to be compared to each other. Based upon the recent snowfall in
DC, one might choose to implement a solar roof or cool roof instead of a green roof but this
was outside the scope of this analysis.
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Potential Energy Savings

After it was determined that a green roof was plausible, the related energy savings were
calculated. Due to the nature of modular green roofs, it was assumed that the modules would
provide no thermal insulation thereby not affecting the overall R-value of the roof. This was
done to make the estimate conservative. Additionally, because air can pass beneath the
modules, a convection current could develop thereby mitigating any thermal insulation the
modules might provide and consequently causing the estimate to be high.

To begin, the knowledge gained in AE 542 Building Enclosures was used. The relative heat
transfers were calculated and are shown below in Figure 11 Energy Transfer. In addition,
below that figure is another showing the relative thermal performance in Figure 12.

Ene rgy Transfer

Base Case Green Roof iReduction

Heat Gain 381,524 17,791 D5%
Heat Loss BT1.773 §48.394 26%
Total Heat Flow: 1253297 666,185 47%

Figure 23 Energy Transfer Comparison

Thermal Performance

U At iy
Base Case | q(dot)=i0.05ix: 5500 ((:158:-i72i) = 23650 BTUMr
Green Roof, q(dot)=/0.05 x| 5500 i(} 86 -i72]) = 33850 BTU/hr

84% reduction

Figure 24 Thermal Performance Comparison

As shown in Figure 12, it was calculated that there would be approximately 84% reduction in
the thermal gain that the building envelope would experience due to the change in roofing
materials. When this number was converted to a total building envelope reduction, it turned
out to be approximately 8.4%. Given the current electrical usage by the buildings mechanical
system being 1,038,500 kWhr, this results in a reduction of 32,800 kWhr. When this amount
is converted to a monetary savings, this value comes out to over $5,100, based upon $0.1543
per kwWhr. This savings was only assessed for the summer months because the roof would
only perform as indicated above during the summer, the green roof would have a negligible
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effect during the winter months. Again this is because it was assumed the modular nature of
this system would have no effect on the overall R-value of the assembly.

Cost Analysis

After contacting the GreenGridRoofs representative, it was determined that the cost of the
GreenGrid modules is approximately $13.00 per square foot on top of the cost of the
substrate, being the concrete on metal deck, insulation, and roof membrane. In addition, the
labor cost associated with the installation is approximately $3.00 per square foot; resulting in
a total of $16.00 per square foot. When the labor and material costs for the concrete, metal
deck up-charge from what was initially budgeted, and the formwork, this cost increases to
$19.26 per square foot or $106,000. The previously mentioned costs, except for the
GreenGrid costs, came from RS Means Costworks and were verified by the contractor on the
project.

As previously mentioned, the cost savings amounted to $5,100 which results in a 20.9 year
payback period, but an important note regarding this number is it does not take into account
the financial incentives available from the government to promote the use of green
technologies. If this route were to be investigated, this number would drop considerably,
because there are a number of government funded programs to help the owner with the initial
cost associated with green roofs. Below in Figure 13 Roofing Comparison is a comparison
between the lifecycle costs associated with a standard EPDM roof and the proposed green
roof.

Roof Type | Cost Per 5F Area Cost Life Expectancy:50 Year Cost 50 Year Savings; Payback Period | Relative Payback
EPDM 5 11.00 5500 § 60.500.00 12 $26528333:§ - N/A N/A
Green Roof | § 19.26 5500 $ 105.924.36 30 $ 10592436 | §  252,814.60 20.9 7.4

Figure 25 Roofing Comparison

As shown in the above figure, when replacement costs are included in the payback period
calculation, as shown by the relative payback, the time it takes for the initial cost to be
recovered decreases to about 7.4 years. That equates to a 65% reduction in time, which makes
this a viable option to incorporate into a project. As mentioned previously, as with the
payback period decreasing when financial incentive are included, so would the relative
payback period.
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Lifecycle Cost Comparison
$200.,000.00
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Figure 26 Lifecycle Cost Comparison (Base Roof vs. Green Roof)

The above figure, Figure 26 Lifecycle Cost Comparison (Base Roof vs. Green Roof) looks
into the maintenance cost associated with both roofing types. Additionally, with regards to
the single-ply EPDM roof, it was determined, based upon typical life spans of similar roofs in
comparable climates, that the EPDM roof would need to be replaced every twelve years.
Along the same lines, it was determined that typically, EPDM roofs require $0.20 per square
foot in terms of maintenance cost.

Schedule Impact

One of the primary benefits, aside from the ability to store the modules in a nursery to allow
for plant growth, is the relatively short time it takes to install such a system. Typical
installation rates are between 3,000 sqft and 5,000 sqgft per day. The representative from
GreenGridRoofs expressed that some contractors push this number as high as 8,000 sqgft per
day, but this is the upper limit. With that being said, based on the size of this project being
only 5,500 sqft, the installation of this system would only take one day and could easily be
done on a Saturday thereby not having any impact on the schedule’s substantial completion
date. Thus no added cost associated with extending the general conditions, which amount to
over $16,000 per day. The proposed installation plan taking place on a Saturday was
confirmed with the general contractor on the job and was determined to be easily
accomplished.

In terms of the necessary installation of concrete on metal deck, based on the amount of
concrete, this activity could also take place over a weekend. Because the original design
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included metal roof deck, the act of changing this to composite metal deck would be a one-to-
one change in terms of installation time. Thereby again having a minimal effect on the overall
schedule.

Constructability Review

As discussed in the previous section, this system, based upon typical daily outputs and the
overall size of this project, would be able to be installed within one day and thereby not affect
the overall schedule. Along the same lines, this system is also relatively easy to install.
Because this system uses the same substrate as would have been already installed, the only
difference is pouring concrete on the deck and bolting down the GreenGrid modules. Because
of this simple fact, it is anticipated that the addition of the green roof on this project would not
pose any negative implications on the constructability of the project.

Conclusions

To summarize the findings of this analysis, the addition of a GreenGrid green roof would
impose an additional $45,400, when compared to the original single-ply EPDM roof. The
total cost of this system is $106,000, which includes both labor and material. In addition, the
payback period is 20.9 years but when the original cost is factored in, the payback period
drops to only 9.0 years. In other words, the owner would pay off the additional cost
associated with the green roof in as little as 9.0 years. Based upon the expected life of the
green roof, the owner could expect approximately four times the value of the roof in fifty
years. After investigating the financial benefits of adding a green roof to the project as well as
the numerous environmental benefits, this system was determined to be well worth the initial
investment and the final recommendation would be to move forward with the proposed
change.

In an effort to allow other building owners to compute the cost of the proposed change based
upon the size of a different building, the cost per square foot based upon new construction
area and total building area was computed and found to be $3.14 per square foot and $0.61 per
square foot respectively.

MAE Requirement

The knowledge gained through several graduate level courses was applied throughout this
analysis. With regards to the energy calculations, the course notes from AE 542 Building
Enclosure Science and Design were used. This knowledge was specifically applied to this
analysis in the section entitled “Potential Energy Savings.” Here, the performance of the
green roof was determined based upon thermal gain and these results were then compared to
the performance of the base roof. In this analysis, the base roof was a built up EPDM roof
which performed quite poorly in terms of thermal gain due to the dark color of the roof
material.
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In addition to AE 542, the knowledge gained through AE 572 Project Development and
Delivery Planning was applied in a similar manner to how it was applied in the previous
analysis. The course knowledge regarding lifecycle cost and payback period was applied to
the above analysis.

Lastly, as with the previous analysis, AE 597D Sustainable Building Methods helped to
structure this analysis and helped reinforce the overall theme of reducing energy consumption
in buildings.
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Curtain Wall Redesign Analysis*

*Note Regarding this Analysis

The information needed for this analysis was obtained extremely late in the overall process of
this report and therefore the information discussed within this section is only preliminary and
IS not complete.

Area of Potential Improvement

Another area identified as a place for potential improvement with respect to energy efficiency
and reducing the electrical usage of the buildings is the curtain wall design. Most building
envelopes consist of one system that covers all four elevations with minimal alterations. In
some cases, as with the project in question, the building designer takes this one step further
and uses the same design for three elevations and uses another system for the fourth.

Proposed Solution

This analysis looked at improving the thermal properties of the curtain wall and quantifying
the resulting energy savings. In addition, another aspect that was investigated was the affect
of changing the curtain wall in terms of reducing the initial cost of mechanical equipment.

Taking this one step further, a building integrated photovoltaic curtain wall was investigated
to determine the potential benefits they have on the overall performance of the building.
Based upon preliminary analysis, the southern facing fagade could benefit from solar PV more
than the other elevations. On the eastern and western fagade, other systems could be used
such as electrochromic tinting to reduce the amount of glare introduced into the space. This
aspect was not investigated due to a delay in receiving the necessary information to complete
the study.

Benefits

The primary benefit of changing the existing curtain wall design with the proposed one is in
terms of the insulation properties of the new system. In terms of relative conductance values,
the new system is approximately twice as insulating and thereby reduced the overall
electricity use of the mechanical system.

With regards to the buildings integrated solar PV systems, the primary benefit is the
generation of electricity, which can in turn reduce the electricity demand of the building
saving the owner money over the life of the system. Based upon the limited amount of
potential surface area that could receive solar PV integration, the feasibility of the system was
addressed.
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Drawbacks

Similarly, with most new technologies, they are more expensive to purchase and install. For
this reason, the upfront costs of the system and lifecycle costs were studied, relative to the
current system installed at 2175 K Street. Additionally, the payback period will need to be
determined to help the owner determine if the system is worth the investment. Additionally,
as with many “green” technologies, financial incentives exist for those who are willing to do
the research. Part of this analysis was to conduct said research in an attempt to reduce the
upfront cost that the owner would be facing if they should choose to implement such a system.

Research

To ensure the optimal performance of the designed system, research was done on possible
manufacturers of such technologies. Additionally, research into possible financial incentives
was done due to the substantial upfront cost associates with the above mentioned
technologies.

Methodology

e Establish baseline of existing design

e Research performance data of super insulated curtain walls and PV integrated systems
e Calculate the cost and savings

e Evaluate impact of new system on mechanical system

e Evaluate schedule impacts

e Perform constructability

e Summarize Findings

Preliminary Tools to be Used

e Energyl0

e Manufacturers Data

e Professors and colleagues

e Contacts made at the 2009 PACE Roundtable
e Autodesk Revit and Ecotect

Expected Outcome

As addressed throughout this section, the key factor that determined the overall success of this
analysis was reducing the energy consumption of the building and to add value without
substantially adding cost. Additionally and possibly most importantly, improve the quality of
the working environment for the building occupants and improve their productivity.
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Description of Existing System

The existing curtain wall under investigation is located on the south and west elevations. In
addition, because the scope of the project is to all three floors to the existing buildings, this
analysis looked at the effect of changing the two aforementioned elevations on the new three
floors.

The curtain wall on the south and west elevations is a unitized system that is one story in
height and is exterior glazed. The glazing has a U-value of 0.31 BTU/hr-ft>-°F. In addition,

this system was determined to cost approximately $100 per square foot. Typical curtain wall
costs are usually closer to $80 per square foot, as indicated by the general contractor on the
project, but due to the limited size of the project being only 7,700 square feet, the price was
slightly elevated.

Description of Proposed Changes

After contacting several companies, the one chosen is a German company entitled Schuco
USA, who generously supplied product guides and other such literature to aid in my product
selection. The selected product is a unitized system that is one story in height and is an
exterior glazed system. This system in these terms is the same as the existing design in an
attempt to minimize drastic changes which would then affect the overall cost of installation.
Because this was minimized, it was determined that the difference in installation costs would
be negligible and the existing mounting clips and support steel would be sufficient.

The proposed system differs greatly in one aspect and this is in terms of U-value. As
previously mentioned, the existing system has a U-value of 0.31 BTU/hr-ft?-°F. The proposed
system, Schuco FW 50+.SI, has a U-value of 0.8 W/m*-°K and when this is converted to
imperial units, it was computed to be 0.14 BTU/hr-ft>-°F. In other words, the new system is
over twice as efficient in terms of insulation. This is because Schuco has developed a new
solution that they have termed as a “super insulation”

solution. To estimate the cost of this new system, $110 per
square foot was assumed

In addition to being super insulating, this system can be
converted to a building integrated photovoltaic system, as
shown in the image to the right. In this analysis, the
relative benefit of adding this feature was assessed. The
photovoltaic panels can be incorporated into the vision
glass in the form of semitransparent collectors or in the
non-vision glass as translucent collectors. This analysis .
will look the relative benefits of incorporating just the Figure 27 Schuco FW50+.S1 Curtain

: ‘s Wall System
translucent collectors in the non-vision glass and the (Image Provided by Schuco USA)
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effects of including the semitransparent collectors in the vision glass. Based upon the
incorporation of the two different systems of collectors, the following cost per square foot was
estimated. For the proposed curtain wall system with translucent collectors only in the non-
vision glass, or about 20% of the system area, a cost of $130 per square foot was estimated.
When this system was expanded to include the collectors in the vision glass, the cost
increased to $160 per square foot. These number are only estimated, when the manufacturer
was contacted to determine the added cost, they could not be reached and therefore could not
verify the accuracy of the above numbers.

Energy Savings

Based upon discussion with the building owner, it was determined that the building used
approximately 1,730,000 kWhrs a year. In addition, it was assumed that the mechanical
system uses approximately 60% of this total load or about 1,040,000 kWhrs. When this is
broken down per floor, this number becomes 130,000 kWhrs or 10.8 kWhrs per square foot
floor area.

The following table shows the reduction of electricity usage based upon each proposed
change.

Electricity Usage Savings
Design (kWhrs) (kWhrs) ($)
Existing 1427 884 62
Glazing Redesign 126056122 167323 39 $25.818.00
Non-Vision Only 125451994 173364 .63 $26,750.17
Both Collectors 1,240,578 50 18730611 $28.901.33

Figure 28 Summary of Proposed Changes

As shown by the existing design, when the building usage pre construction is extrapolated to
include the new construction, the electricity usage of the mechanical system would increase to
almost 1,427,885 kWhrs. When the super insulated curtain wall design is factored in, this
number decreases to 1,260,561 kWhrs or a reduction of by 167,323 kWhrs. When the solar
collectors are incorporated into the non-vision glass, this number is further reduced by 6,041
kWhrs or 1,254,519 kWhrs in total. To further reduce this number, when the vision glass
collectors are included, this number reduces by 13,941 kWhrs or 1,240,579 kWhrs in total.
Please see above for the associated cost savings that correspond to each proposed change.
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Cost Comparison

After the cost savings were calculated, the associated payback periods were calculated and are
shown in the below figure.

Design Initial Cost {Cost per SF: Incentives ;Annual Savings Met Cost Payback | Net Added Cost | Payback

Existing S 769,470.00 i S 100.00

Glazing Redesign| S 846,417.00 110.00 | 513,850.46 | 5 132,641.08 | S £99,925.46 6.1 S (69,544.54) 0.0

s
Mon-Vision Only | 51,000,311.00 | 5 130.00 | $46,850.46 | $ 138,682.36 | 5 814,773.18 6.4 S (31,638.82) 0.0
Both Collectors | $1,231,152.00 : 5 160.00 | 546,850.46 | 5 152,623.79 | 5$1,031,677.75 7.4 S 262,207.75 1.7

Figure 29 Cost Comparison by Design

As shown in the above figure, the net costs are greatly affected when federal and state
incentives for sustainable technologies are incorporated. The initial payback period of the
glazing redesign, only incorporating the super insulated curtain wall, the payback is only 6.1
years. This is the amount of time needed to recover the initial costs based upon the annual
savings of the proposed change. When this number is compared to the existing design, the
payback period is less than one year. This is partially because of the electricity savings and
partially because of the federal and state financial incentives for incorporating sustainable
technologies into design. When similar logic is applied to the other two designs, the payback
periods are as follows, 6.4 years when collectors are incorporated into the non-vision glass
only and 7.4 years when collectors are also incorporated into the vision glass. Upfront cost
associated with both systems is recovered within the first year. With that being said, the
feasibility of incorporating solar collectors into the vision glass is yet to be determined.
Without discussing this with the manufacturer, it was assumed that this is not practical.

Design Initial Cost Added Cost Annual Savings
Existing 5 769,470.00
Glazing Redesign | & 846,417.00 & 76,947.00 | §  132,641.08
Mon-Vision Only | $ 1,000,311.00 | S 230,841.00 | 5 138,682.36
Both Collectors | $ 1,231,152.00 | $ 461,682.00 i § 152,623.79

Figure 30 Initial Cost versus Added Cost Summary

The table above was created to quickly show the initial cost and added cost associated with
the going from the existing design to each of the three proposed designs.

Please refer to Appendix O for more information on the calculations discussed within this
section. In addition, the outlines for the associated federal and state financial incentives can
be found in Appendix P.
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Schedule Impact

Based upon the conducted research, the proposed system weighs approximately the same as
the existing system. This is because the added thermal performance is due to a film applied to
the individual lites of the insulating glass unit and thereby adding a negligible amount of
weight. After this was determined, it was assumed that the existing clips and support steel
needed for the existing design would be sufficient to support the new system and be adequate
to transfer the loads from the curtain wall into the building structure.

In addition, because this system is unitized, if incorporating solar collection was decided
upon, the wiring needed would be installed in the factory where the units are assembled.
Therefore there would be no time added in association with wiring the solar collectors. The
only time would be to connect these collectors to the needed inverters and wiring these
inverters into the electrical system of the building. Without discussing this facet with the
manufacturer, this area is relatively unclear.

The final conclusion in terms of schedule impact is, if the owner were to decide upon only
changing the curtain wall to the super insulated system, there would be no impact on the
overall construction schedule. If it were decided to implement solar collectors, there would be
an impact to the schedule but due to the limited time associated with this analysis, this
duration was not determined.

Constructability Review

As discussed in the previous section, if the owner were to decide to implement a system that
included only the super insulated curtain wall, there would be no impact on constructability.
This is because the existing system design is very similar to the proposed system in terms of
size, height, weight, and installation. To further increase the thermal performance of the
system, a triple pane system could be used but this would have a significant impact on
constructability in terms of system weight. Because the triple pane system weights
significantly more, the mounting clips and support steel would need to be redesigned and the
associated cost would thereby increase.

Consequently, if the owner were to decide upon implementing a system of solar collectors, as
previously mentioned, there would be more challenges when it comes to the installation of the
system. For example, the electrician would need to work with the curtain wall installer to
properly connect the curtain wall panels to the necessary inverters and subsequently the
electrical system of the building. Without having discussed these components with the
various manufacturers, an exhaustive list of constructability challenges could not be compiled.
Again, this area of the analysis was effected by the delay encountered early in the timeline of
this report, if the delay wouldn’t have occurred, more would have been done to be more
thorough on this section.
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Areas for Future Research

As discussed throughout this analysis, there were numerous sections that were affected by the
delay encountered at the beginning of this report and thereby suffered in terms of
completeness. Some areas that could use more attention in terms of research and investigation
are the specifics of the solar collectors in terms of cost and installation. Based upon the
amount of time that was able to be dedicated to this analysis, it was done as thorough as
possible. After the needed information was received, there was only a few weeks to conduct
this analysis.

Conclusion

Based upon the assumptions needed to allow for the completion of this analysis, it was
concluded that the safest change would be to incorporate the super insulated glazing design.
To reach the numbers associated with this design, minimal assumptions were necessary
thereby increasing the accuracy of this portion of the analysis. After all calculations were
completed, the following table was created to summarize the costs of each design change in
terms of the new floor area associated with the construction and the cost in terms of the total
floor area of the building.

Cost per SF New Construction Cost per SF Total Building Area
Design Base Increase Base Increase
Existing 521.98 54.40
Glazing Redesign 524.18 52.20 54.84 S0.44
MNon-Vision Only 528.58 56.60 55.72 51.32
Both Collectors 535.18 513.19 57.04 52.64

Figure 31 Resulting Square Costs by Design

As shown in the above figure, based upon the total floor area added to the building during
construction, the glazing redesign would only add $2.20 to the cost. In addition, when the
added cost is compared to the total floor area of the building, this total drops to $0.44. In
other words, if the owner were to add $2.20 per square foot to the rent that the new tenants
had to pay, changing the fagade to the one previously discussed would result in the owner
recovering all of the associated upfront costs of the change in design. Another way for the
owner to recover all costs associated with the upgrade in facade, the owner could increase rent
for all tenants by $0.44.

Subsequently, as previously mentioned, the final conclusion of this analysis is the safest
change would be the one that incorporated the super insulated Schuco FW 50+.SI curtain wall
design.
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MAE Requirement

With regards to the above analysis, several graduate level course were involved in the
development of this analysis and the included subcategories. In terms of the energy
calculations and savings, these were made possible due to the knowledge gained in AE 542
Building Envelope Science and Design. This equations and design principles were
implemented throughout this analysis. More specifically, the energy transfer equations and
applicable principles were used to determine the amount of energy transfer through the
existing curtain wall and subsequently, through the new super insulated curtain wall design.

In a similar fashion to the other analysis, this analysis involved substantial upfront costs
associated with the proposed design change. For this reason, a lifecycle cost analysis and
payback period analysis was performed to determine how quickly would the owner recover
the added cost and begin to see a benefit in terms of decreased electrical demand and utility
bills. This was made possible through the knowledge gained in AE 572 Project Development
and Delivery Planning.

Lastly, as discussed in the previous analyses, this analysis topic was heavily influenced by the
knowledge gained in AE 597D Sustainable Building Methods.
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Smart Power Strips Analysis

Area of Potential Improvement

Another major area of electricity usage that typically goes un-noticed is the electricity
associated with running computers during non-work hours. A typical building that is operated
for eight hours per day and forty hours per week is only in use for less than 25% of the time,
yet many computers are left running or are placed into a standby mode during off hours.
Given the current state of the economy, building owners have begun to place a great deal of
effort to reduce the phantom loads associated with buildings. The primary focus seems to be
lighting systems and mechanical systems because they are the major consumers of electricity
in a building but as will be discussed in this section, computers and monitors use a substantial
amount of electricity.

Proposed Solution

One method of reducing energy usage within buildings is to replace inefficient systems or
install efficient retrofits to existing buildings. This type of work is increasing in popularity
given the current state of the economy. As with many building owners, the owner of 2175 K
Street has plans to renovate the existing portion of the building in the near future. This adds
precedence to this area of analysis. These features could also be incorporated from the start of
a project if considered early enough. One potential area of focus could be on the lighting
system within the building. Currently the building uses standard 2’ x 2°, 2’ x 4’, and linear
fluorescent light fixtures. One possibility of potential improvement could be to replace these
relatively inefficient fixtures with more efficient LED fixtures. These fixtures are available in
many of the standard sized fluorescent fixtures and the installation is quite similar as well,
which make the use of such fixtures quite appealing.

Another area of potential savings is in the use of fiber optics to introduce natural daylighting
into spaces where it was not possible before. Because this system would use the sun’s energy,
the only cost would be to purchase and install the system, there would be very little cost
associated with the operation of such a system. Research would need to be done to verify
these claims and to investigate the feasibility of using such a system and to determine the
extent of any necessary backup systems in the case of a cloudy day.

An additional area of potential energy savings, and the focus of this analysis, could be the
implementation of a system to manage plug loads. One potential solution to the problem is to
install a system by Convia that can manage lighting loads and plug loads by implementing
technology to assist in the goal of saving energy, but this could have substantial upfront costs
associated with it. Instead a simpler route could be to purchase a smart power strip for each
office that houses a computer and monitor. These power strips have the ability to kill power
to designated outlets based upon the power state of the computer. This would require the
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computer to be turned off, or placed in sleep mode, at night which can be programmed into
the computer to do so automatically at a certain time each day.

Lastly, occupancy sensors can be incorporated to turn off all or a portion of the light fixtures
within each office to further reduce energy consumption.

Sticking with the theme of keeping first time costs to a minimum, the focus of this analysis
was to determine the cost savings associated with implementing a relatively inexpensive
system to manage plug loads within the building. To do this, as mentioned above, power
strips with demand controlled outlets were investigated. These power strips are relatively new
to the market and can greatly reduce phantom loads in a building. To do this, one outlet is the
master, in most cases this would be a computer, and there are several controlled outlets that
are turned off when the computer is powered down. This can be used to turn off monitors and
other peripheral components. Additionally, to maximize the potential energy savings,
utilizing the “sleep” or “hibernate” function of computers would allow it to automatically,
based upon scheduled times, power down while saving the current state of the computer. This
has two benefits. First, because the computer powers down, the other components will be
turned off by the power strip thus saving electricity. Second, the computer, when using said
functions, saves the computer’s current state to allow the user to continue work with little
disruption.

Benefits

As addressed in the previous section, LED light fixtures are more energy efficient when
compared to standard fluorescent fixtures. An additional area of cost savings is in terms of
lamp replacement. The standard LED has a life that far exceeds the life of a fluorescent lamp.
Another beneficial characteristic that was already mentioned is in terms of fixture
configurations. Many standard fluorescent fixtures have LED fixtures of the same size. This
helps to lower the complexity associated with installing these fixtures. It is expected that
through research into this product, more benefits will be discovered and noted accordingly.

Similarly, fiber optics could prove to be a valuable addition to commonly accepted lighting
practices. Because the source of the energy is the sun, this technology should account for a
great deal of savings if a system can be installed. As mentioned previously, the only costs
associated with this technology is purchasing and installing it. Additionally, there are no
lamps to replace, just tendons to be cleaned. Another beneficial property of fiber optics
comes in terms of transmission loss. Light travels very efficiency through fiber optic lines.
With decreased transmission loss comes increased efficiency. As with LED fixtures, there are
potentially more benefits that could be discovered through research.

Another key area of potential benefit regarding introducing natural light into office buildings
is the health benefits for the occupants. Based upon some initial research, according to studies
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done by Parans, illuminating interior spaces with sunlight can increase productivity by 6 to
16%. Another way to look at this is 1% productivity increase equals the total energy cost in
offices.”® Similarly, property value increases significantly when the space is enhanced by
introducing natural daylight. With regards to sustainability and energy, electric lighting
represents 40 to 50% of the energy consumption in commercial buildings which accounts for
25 to 30% of the emission of greenhouse gases generated by such buildings.®*® Consequently,
incorporating this system for half of the building’s lighting system can lower energy costs by
20 to 25% and reduce emissions by 10 to 15%.

Finally, as mentioned above, this analysis focused solely on an inexpensive solution for
reducing phantom loads within a building by investigating the benefits of controlled power
strips. The other methods discussed were only to invoke thought on the topic of energy
efficient retrofits.

Drawbacks

Based upon conversations with colleagues, the primary disadvantage associated with LED
fixtures is heat. When discussing fluorescent lamps, heat is emitted from the filament within
the lamp that creates the visible light. On the other hand, with LEDs, the lamp is quite cool
but the ballasts can get very hot. After discussing this with a panel at the 2009 PACE
Roundtable held at The Pennsylvania State University, this is not the case or, at least, does not
present any problems associated with installation or operation. Additionally, with most new
technologies, there is a premium associated with purchasing these fixtures. Therefore, a
financial analysis will need to be conducted to determine the relative payback period for these
fixtures. Another potential drawback facing 2175 K Street is if the LED ballasts’ require a
voltage other than 208Y120.

Changing topics, one major issue with using fiber optics and relying on the sun for light
comes with the existence of water, primarily in droplet form when many come together to
form clouds. Clouds, when they pass in front of the sun, block the emitted light and cause
variations in the amount of light output, and because of this, research will need to be
conducted to determine if there is anything that has been developed to mitigate this risk. If
nothing exists, it must be determined if there are any uses currently for fiber optic lighting

" L. Edwards, P. Torcellini, (2002), A Literature Review of the effects of Natural Lighting on Building
Occupants, NREL

& Journal of Property Management, (January 2000)

° Green Building Council, www.usgbc.ord

19 Australian Commercial Building Sector Greenhouse Gas Emissions 1990-2010, Australian Green House
Office

1 parans. http://www.parans.com/Products/Benefits/tabid/1080/language/en-US/Default.aspx
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within buildings. Another constraint linked to fiber optics is the turning radius of the tendons.
In order to transmit enough light to make this system feasible, it is assumed, that there would
need to be either a large number of tendons or the tendons would need to be quite thick
thereby further reducing the flexibility. Again, research into this technology should help to
clarify these topics as well as many others.

Lastly the primary drawback to using the proposed system of smart power strips is it requires
the programming of each computer to go to sleep or hibernate based upon a predetermined
schedule. In the case of this project, one tenant in particular might resist this change and
would be against someone entering their space to set up this feature on their computers due to
the heightened security of their space. That being said, the building owner could inform them
of how to make the necessary changes and provide them with the equipment so that they
could have one of their technicians perform the work.

Research

To ensure the success of this analysis, several areas or factors needed to be researched. First,
research needed to be done to find an inexpensive system that could be used that would ensure
minimal upfront costs to maximize the return on investment. In addition, the quantity and
types of computers used by the tenants needed to be determined to properly calculate the
electricity savings associated with this change.

Methodology

e Contact Owner/Tennant to obtain typical computer specifications

e Determine energy usage of typical computer and other components
e Calculate energy savings and associated cost

e Create guide to explain benefits for use on other projects

e Investigate Constructability and Schedule

e Summarize Findings

Preliminary Tools/Resources to be Used

Building Owner and Tenants
Product Manufacturers

Microsoft Excel

Adobe Photoshop (Summary Guide)

Expected Outcome

The primary goal of this analysis was to provide factual evidence to the owner of 2175 K
Street or other building owners in an attempt to persuade them to utilize this strategy in an
effort to reduce energy consumption in buildings and in turn reduce electricity costs
associated with plug loads. Lastly, as mentioned above, a guide will be created to summarize
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the findings of this analysis to aid other building owners in making a similar system work for
them.

Typical Energy Usage

Based upon the results of the aforementioned research, it was determined that the typical
computer used by the tenants was a Dell Optiplex. This is a standard desktop configured to
work well in business applications. After finding a comparable system on Dell.com, it was
determined that the computers used at 2175 K Street consumed approximately 235 watts and
the monitors consumed another 22 watts. After these values were established, the total
amount of energy saved could be calculated.

Energy Savings and Upfront Cost

As previously mentioned, the typical computer consumed 235 watts and the monitor
consumed another 22 watts. Considering a typical workday spans only eight hours, it was
determined that, based upon a forty hour workweek, the computers were being operated only
forty hours out of 168. This computes to over 6,600 hours a year that the computers would be
turned on but not used. What most people don't realize is if a computer is put into standby
mode, the most common idle state for a computer, this does not reduce the amount of
electricity consumed or the reduction is negligible. With that being said, the following
calculations were performed to determine the total electricity savings per year that could be
expected at 2175 K Street, please refer to Figure 19 Savings Associated with Smart Power
Strips.

Power Usage

Workday
Used 8 hrs per day
Mot Used 16 hrs per day
Weekend
Used 0 hrs per day
Mot Used 24 hrs per day
Total Uptime

40 hrs per week
Total Downtime

128  hrs per week
6,656 hrs per year

Computer Setup
Desktop
Monitor 2

[
Ly
o Lk

Watts
watts

Figure 32 Savings Associated with Smart Power Strips
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Electricity Usage
Desktop 156416 kWhr
Monitor 14643  kKWhr
Electricity Rate
$ 0.1343
Unit Savings
Desktop 5 24135  per vear
Monitor 5 2259 per vear
Number of Computers
400
Total Savings
Desktop $ 9653996 per vear
Monitor 5 9.037.78 per vear
$ 105577.74 per year
Building Lifespan
50 wears
Grand Total
Desktop 3 4826598
Monitor 5 451,889
§ 5278887
Initial Cost
5 29.99
Payback Period
011 wears
1.36 months

Figure 33 Savings Associated with Smart Power Strips (Continued)

As shown in the previous figure, the total annual savings was computed to be approximately
$106,000, which works out to $263.94 per unit. Considering the average life of a business
computer is approximately three to five years, the savings associated with the use of smart
power strips could be used toward the purchase of the new computer. In other words, when it
would be time for a new computer, the smart power strip saved between $760 and $1,300,
which would greatly offset the cost of the new computer.
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The following graph, Figure 21 Net Value of Smart Power Strip, shows the initial cost in
relation to a five year return on investment.

Net Value of Smart Power Strip
$140000 $1,.289.73
$120000 $1.025.79
$1.000.00 1 ’ $761.84
. ss0000
g / -
E $60000 $497.00
E $4'|:|'|:|.'|:|'|:| _/Jf‘ $233.95

$20000 47 $(29.99) l

0 1 2 3 4
$(200.00) = -
Year

Figure 34 Net Value of Smart Power Strip

Constructability Review

The necessary installation associated with this analysis includes a technician entering each
office and programming the computer to cause it to enter a sleep or hibernate mode based
upon a predetermined schedule. In addition, at the same time, the person would need to plug
in the computer to the master outlet and the monitor and any other peripherals into the
controlled outlets. Based upon the current and intended tenants, these activities could prove
challenging due to the type of tenants. Currently, there are several tenants of government
entities that have heightened levels of security. Because of this extra sense of secrecy, these
tenants might be opposed to a stranger entering their space. |If this is the case, the building
owner could provide these tenants the necessary equipment and other needed information and
they can make their own arrangements to ensure the installation of such equipment be
properly installed.
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How-To Guide

Below is the guide, as discussed earlier, that could be used to persuade other building owners
to incorporate a smart power strip system similar to the one discussed above.

Figure 35 Savings Guide

Schedule Impact

As previously discussed, this proposed addition would have no effect on the construction
schedule of the project. This is because all that is needed to implement the proposed solution
would be to go to Best Buy or another such store and purchase the power strips and install
them. The install would only take a few minutes per computer. The majority of the time
needed for installation would be waiting for the elevator to arrive to transport the person to the
next floor. Additionally, this solution would require someone to go to each computer and set
it up to go to sleep or hibernate (depending upon what release of Windows operating system is
being used) when not in use.
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Conclusions

Based upon the savings discussed previously, the conclusion had been made that this is most
definitely a plausible solution to save money in an office building setting. In addition, this
solution could be implemented on other building types. For example educational settings
where the students are only on the computers for a limited time each day. Lastly, at a
minimum, this plan could be used solely to offset the cost of new computers that would be
faced by the building tenants. Or this could be implemented by the building owner to help
reduce the cost of the electricity bills associated with their building.

In an effort to allow other building owners to compute the cost of the proposed change based
upon the size of a different building, the cost per square foot based upon new construction
area and total building area was computed and found to be $0.36 per square foot and $0.07 per
square foot respectively.

MAE Requirement

The topics discussed within this analysis were founded by the knowledge gained in AE 597D
Sustainable Building Methods. This analysis followed the overall theme of reducing building
energy consumption that was a direct result of the information encountered as a result of
completing the previously mentioned course.

Additionally, a lifecycle cost and payback period analysis was conducted to determine the
time it would take for the owner to recover their initial investment and begin to receive
positive feedback from such a change as discussed within this analysis.
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Final Words

The below figure is a summary of energy savings, added cost, cost savings, payback period,
and the grand totals for all four analyses discussed within this report.

Overall Summary of Proposed Solutions

Energy Savings Summary

Backup Generator 2163200 kWhrs

Green Roof 32,769

Glazing Redesign 167323

Stnart Power Strips 684237

3.047.529 kWhrs

Added Cost Summary

Backup Generator 3 549412

Green Roof 3 105,924

Glazing Redesign 5 76,947

Smart Power Strips 3 11,996

$ 744279

Cost Savings Summary

Backup Generator 5 135308 *

Green Roof 5 5.056

Glazing Fedesign 5 132,641

Smart Power Strips 3 105,578

3 378,583

Payback Period Summary

Backup Generator 406 vears

Green Roof 2095

Glarzing Redesign 6.07

Smart Power Strips 0.11
Grand Totals

Energy Savings 3.047.529

Added Cost 3 744 279

Cost Savings 3 378.583

Pavback Period 1.97

* Backup generator savings takes into account the cost of fuel

Figure 36 Overall Summary of Proposed Solutions
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Based upon the payback periods associated with each of the above proposed changes to the
project, the overall payback period was found to be just under two years. If the owner were to
choose one of the suggested improvements to implement on a future project, based upon
upfront costs, annual cost savings, and payback period, the recommendation is to investigate
further the glazing redesign. After all numbers were compiled and results assessed, this
analysis posed the best figures in terms of the aforementioned categories.

Subsequently, the Smart Power Strips analysis proved beneficial for an owner who is not
considering renovation or construction but needs a way to reduce building electrical loads
without requiring extensive analysis. Along the same line, the results of this analysis could be
applied by a building tenant to offset the cost of new computers every few years.

The following table is a summary of the associated costs per square foot of the outlined

recommendations discussed for each analysis based upon new construction area and total
building area.

Cost per Square Foot

New Construction Total Building

Backup Generator $16.31 $3.17
Green Roof $3.14 $0.61
Glazing Redesign $2.28 $0_44
Smart Power Strips $0.36 $0.07

$22.09 $4.29

Figure 37 Cost per Square Foot Summary

The analyses contained within this report are not intended to be exhaustive in nature but a
strong beginning to what could prove to be some very beneficial changes to the way the
industry and building owner think about their projects.

THE PENNSYLVANIA STATE UNIVERSITY | TIMOTHY CONROY m



3 APRIL 2010 |AE SENIOR THESIS FINAL REPORT]|

Works Cited

American Academy of Audiology. "Facts About Noise-Induced Hearing Loss." Audiology.org.
24 January 2009
<http://www.audiology.org/resources/consumer/Documents/FSNIHL08.pdf>.

Behr, P.E., Dr. Richard A. AE 542 Buiding Enclosure Science and Design. State College: The
Pennsylvania State University, Spring 2010.

Best Buy. APC - 8-Outlet Surge Protector - White. 28 January 2010
<http://www.bestbuy.com/site/ APC+-+8-Outlet+Surge+Protector+-
+White/9665532.p?1d=1218142381283&skuld=9665532&st=surge
protector&cp=1&Ip=14>.

California Environmental Protection Agency. "The Toxic Air Contaminant Identification
Process.” October 1998. Particulate Emissions from Diesel-Fueled Engines as a Toxic Air
Contaminant. 21 January 2010 <http://www.arb.ca.gov/toxics/dieseltac/factsht1.pdf>.

Cotter, Patrick. James G. Davis Construction Corporation Timothy Conroy. 2009-10.

Dell. Dell OptiPlex 380 Desktop Comuter. 24 January 2010
<http://www.dell.com/us/en/business/desktops/optiplex-380/pd.aspx?refid=optiplex-
380&s=bsd&cs=04>.

—. P2210 22 inch Widescreen Monitor Product Details. 24 January 2010
<http://accessories.us.dell.com/sna/products/Displays/productdetail.aspx?c=us&l=en&s=bsd
&cs=04&sku=320-8103>.

DieselNet. "USA: Nonroad Diesel Engines.” 2004. Emission Standards. 21 January 2010
<http://www.dieselnet.com/standards/us/nonroad.php>.

Dorman, Chris. GreenGrid Systems Timothy Conroy. 2010.

Egan, M. David. Architectural Acoustics. Boston: The McGraw-Hill Companies, 1988.

Faust, Jim. Penn State Architectural Engineering Faculty Advisor Timothy Conroy. 2010.

Hawryluk, Steve. James G. Davis Construction Corporation Timothy Conroy. 2009-10.

Hoff, James. "Equivalent Uniform Anual Cost: A New Approach to Roof Life Cycle Analysis."
Journal. 2007.

Horman, Michael. AE 572 Project Development and Delivery Planning. State College: The
Pennsylvania State University, 2009.

Kibert, Charles J. Sustainable Construction Green Buildings Design and Delivery. Hoboken:
John Wiley & Sons, 2008.

McQuiston, Faye C., Jerald D. Parker and Jeffrey D. Spitler. Heating, Ventilating, and Air
Conditioning. Hoboken: John Wiley & Sons, 2005.

Medical University of South Carolina. "Noise Induced Hearing Loss." Department of Family
Medicine. 24 January 2009 <http://www.musc.edu/oem/noiseloss.html>.

TIMOTHY CONROY | THE PENNSYLVANIA STATE UNIVERSITY



|AE SENIOR THESIS FINAL REPORT]| 3 APRIL 2010

Minshall Stewart Properties. About Us. 28 September 2009
<http://www.msscompany.com/about.asp>.

Nebraska Energy Office. "Electricity Rate Comparison by State.” 15 December 2009. Official
Nebraska Government Website. 28 January 2010
<http://www.neo.ne.gov/statshtml/115.htm>.

Schuco International. Architectural Information Solar Technology for Metal Systems. Schuco
International, 2009.

—. Innovations 2009 Energy?2 Saving Energy - Generating Energy. Schuco International, 2009.

—. Solar Energy Products. Schuco International, 2009.

Stein, Benjamin, et al. Mechanical and Electrical Equipment for Buildings. Hoboken: John
Wiley & Sons, 2006.

U.S. Energy Information Administration. "Average Retail Price of Electricity to Ultimate
Customers by End-Use Sector, by State.” 15 January 2010. Electric Power Monthly. 28
January 2010 <http://www.eia.doe.gov/cneaf/electricity/epm/table5_6_b.htmi>.

United States Department of Labor. Carbon Dioxide . 20 August 2001. 21 January 2010
<http://www.osha.gov/dts/chemicalsampling/data/CH_225400.html|>,

—. Carbon Monoxide. 20 May 2005. 21 January 2010
<http://www.osha.gov/dts/chemicalsampling/data/CH_225600.html|>.

—. Disel Exhaust: Hazards and Solutions. 04 November 2009. 21 January 2010
<http://www.osha.gov/SLTC/dieselexhaust/recognition.html>.

—. Nitric Oxide. 12 July 2007. 21 January 2010
<http://www.osha.gov/dts/chemicalsampling/data/CH_256700.html|>.

—. Nitrogen dioxide. 04 February 2008. 21 January 2010
<http://www.osha.gov/dts/chemicalsampling/data/CH_257400.html>.

—. Partial List of Chemicals Associated with Diesel Exhaust. 04 November 2009. 21 January
2010 <http://www.osha.gov/SLTC/dieselexhaust/chemical.html>.

—. Particulates not otherwise regulated (Total Dust). 24 July 2008. 21 January 2010
<http://www.osha.gov/dts/chemicalsampling/data/CH_259640.html|>,

—. Sulfur dioxide. 19 June 2008. 21 January 2010
<http://www.osha.gov/dts/chemicalsampling/data/CH_268500.htmI>.

United States Green Building Councile. USGBC: Green Building Research. 2010. 15 January
2010 <http://www.usgbc.org/DisplayPage.aspx?CMSPagelD=1718>.

Weaver, Thomas. Penn State University Architectural Engineering Structural Student Timothy
Conroy. 2010.

THE PENNSYLVANIA STATE UNIVERSITY | TIMOTHY CONROY



3 APRIL 2010 |AE SENIOR THESIS FINAL REPORT]|

MAE Works Cited

Behr, P.E., Dr. Richard A. AE 542 Buiding Enclosure Science and Design. State College: The
Pennsylvania State University, Spring 2010.

Egan, M. David. Architectural Acoustics. Boston: The McGraw-Hill Companies, 1988.

Hoff, James. "Equivalent Uniform Anual Cost: A New Approach to Roof Life Cycle Analysis."
Journal. 2007.

Horman, Michael. AE 572 Project Development and Delivery Planning. State College: The
Pennsylvania State University, 2009.

Kibert, Charles J. Sustainable Construction Green Buildings Design and Delivery. Hoboken:
John Wiley & Sons, 2008.

Stein, Benjamin, et al. Mechanical and Electrical Equipment for Buildings. Hoboken: John
Wiley & Sons, 2006.

TIMOTHY CONROY | THE PENNSYLVANIA STATE UNIVERSITY



|AE SENIOR THESIS FINAL REPORT]| 3 APRIL 2010

Appendix A - Breadth Studies

THE PENNSYLVANIA STATE UNIVERSITY | TIMOTHY CONROY



3 APRIL 2010 |AE SENIOR THESIS FINAL REPORT]|

Acoustical Analysis (Analysis I)

As previously discussed, the concept behind Analysis | — Backup Generator Analysis is to
utilize the existing backup generator to help offset the electrical load the building imposes on
the municipal grid during peak hours. To accompany this analysis, an acoustical analysis was
conducted to determine the impact this activity would have on the building’s tenants.
Included in this analysis are calculations to determine what effect the current construction
would have on sound attenuation and what could be done to further reduce the sound that is
able to pass through the enclosure and permeate the parking garage.

Structural Analysis (Analysis 11)

2175 K Street provides for a challenging arena for the application of an alternate roofing type.
The proposed type of roof to be analyzed was a green or vegetated roof. Associated with it
are different weight per square foot depending upon thickness and type. Seeing as how 2175
K Street consists of adding three floors onto an existing building, adding loads are critical. To
allow for the existing structure to carry the newly imposed loads caused by the new structure,
steel reinforcement or carbon fiber, depending on location, was utilized. With this in mind,
any additional load imposed by an alternate roofing type would need to be calculated. To
ensure the proposed solution is feasible, a structural analysis will need to be conducted.

Mechanical Analysis (Analysis 11 and Analysis I11)

In an attempt to reduce unwanted thermal gain and increase energy efficiency, Analysis Il —
Green Roof Analysis will look into customizing the building’s roofing system based upon the
associated materials and sun exposure. The proposed solution to this facet of the analysis is
to incorporate the benefits of a green roof in terms of reduced thermal gain. Similarly, within
Analysis 111 — Curtain Wall Redesign Analysis investigated the relative benefit of replacing
the existing curtain wall design with a super insulated one. The end results of both analyses
had an effect on the electricity usage of the mechanical system. Therefore, a mechanical
analysis was conducted to determine the extent of the reduction in electricity usage.

MAE Requirement

The vocabulary and knowledge attained through a number of graduate level classes were used
to enhance the quality of analysis conducted. Additionally, the classes helped to create
compelling arguments of the findings of such analyses. Such classes are AE 542 — Building
Enclosure Science and Design, AE 572 — Project Development and Delivery Planning, and
AE 597D - Sustainable Building Methods. Additionally, AE 572 can be used to create more
thorough financial models, which will result in more compelling results. Finally, the
knowledge gained in AE 597D will serve as the basis for all of the research involving this
proposal.
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Appendix C — Site Layout Plan

THE PENNSYLVANIA STATE UNIVERSITY | TIMOTHY CONROY



SHEET NOTES:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

~

10.

11

12,

13.

ALL EXISTING UTILITIES ARE TO REMAIN

PRO]ECT CONTAINS NO NEW UTILITIES

CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES ARE TO USE EXISTING SERVICE
TELECOMMUNICATION WAS NOT SHOWN ON UTILITIES PLAN
No TEMPORARY LIGHTING

ALL TEMPORARY FACILITIES ARE LOCATED ON LEVEL 8 UNLESS
OTHERWISE NOTED

. DAVIS OFFICE IS TO BE LOCATED ON LEVEL 8 UNTIL DEMOLITION

IS SCHEDULED TO BEGIN, AT WHICH TIME THE OFFICE IS TO
RELOCATE TO THE B1 LEVEL

. ALL SURCONTRACTOR OFFICES ARE TO BE LLOCATED ON LEVEIL 8

UNTIL DEMOLITION I8 SCHEDULED TO BEGIN, AT WHICH TIME
THE OFFICES ARE TO RELOCATE TO THE Bl LEVEL TO A LOCATION
DESIGNATED BY DAVIS

. TOOL TRAILERS ARE TO REMAIN ON LEVEL 8 UNTIL NEW LEVELS

ARE COMPLETED
EXISTING TRANSFORMER IS TO REMAIN

. TEMPORARY TOILETS WILL BE LOCATED ONE ON EACH FLOOR

(LEVELs 8, 9, 10, 11, AND ROOF)

ROOF OF COVERED WALKWAYS WILL BE UTILIZED FOR STAGING
AND MATERIAL STORAGE
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Appendix D - Site Workflow Plan

THE PENNSYLVANIA STATE UNIVERSITY | TIMOTHY CONROY
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ToTAL ToTAL
MATERIAL LABOR MATERIAL LABOR
CATEGORY/ACTIVITY QUANTITY | UNIT RATE | cCasT RATE | cCosT casT casT
Rentals (DAVIS)
Pickup truck (sup't) 65| Wks [$ 325|$ 21,125 | $ -$ -
Courier vehicle 178 | Hrs | $ 26| $ 4,628 | $ -$ -
Dump truck 178 | Hrs | $ 281$ 4,984 | $ -1$ -
Field office trailer 16 | Mos |[$ 425|$ 6,800 | $ -1$ -
Storage/change house trailer 16| Mos |$ 200($ 3,200 | $ -1$ -
Industrial vacuum 2| Ls |$ 400($ 800 | $ -1$ -
Surveying instruments 2| Mos |$ 162 ($ 374 | $ -1$ -
Two way radios 7| Mos |$ 445($ 3,115 | $ -1$ -
Gang box 16 [ Mos [$ 150 |$ 2,400 | $ -8 -
Vehicle (Sr. PM) 89| Wks |[$ 163 |$ 14,463 | $ - $ -
Vehicle (Proj. Manager) 89| Wks |[$ 325|% 28,925 | $ -1$ -
Pickup truck (Layout Engineer) 10 | Wks | $ 81|$ 813 | $ -1$ -
Vehicle Allowance 1 Ls |$ 2500 ]|$ 2,500 | $ - $ -
Cell Phone 14,854 | Hrs [$ 2(s 34,164 | $ - $ -
Computer/Supporting Systems 16 | Mos | $ 2,000 | $ 32,000 | $ -1$ -
Copier/Fax 16 | Mos |$ 469 | $ 7,504 | $ -1% -
Subtotal $ 167,794 | $ -
Sales tax 575| % | $ 9,648 | $ -
$ 177,442 | $ -1$ 1774421 % =
Temporary Facilities
Field telephone
Equipment Hookup 1| Ls |$ 1000|$ 1,000 | $ -8 -
Calling Plan 16 | Mos [$ 450 | $ 7,200 | $ -8 -
Temporary protection JOB COST $ -| JOBCOST |$ -8 -
Parking Meter Rental JOB COST $ 60 JOBCOST |$ -1$ -
Field Office Set-up 1| Ls |$ 8000($ 8,000 | $ -1$ -
Field office expense 65| Wks |$ 125($ 8,125 | $ -1$ -
Subtotal $ 24325 | $ -
Sales tax 575| % | $ 1,399 | $ -
$ 25,724 | $ -3 25,724 | $ -
Safety
Health and Environment Controls 16 |Mos | $528.75 | $ 8,460 | $ - $ -
Protection and Life Safety Equip. 10 [Ctns | $618.64($ 6,186 | $ - $ -
Fire Protection and Prevention 20 |Ea $ 60.81|$% 1,216 | $ - $ -
Sign, Signals and Barricades JOB COST $ - $ -1$ - $ -
Material Storage and Disposal 65 [Wks [|$ - $ -|$ 26119 $ 16,978
Temporary Heat JOB COST $ - |3 -1$ - |8 -
Personal Protection - Site JOB COST $ - |$ -8 - |8 -
Personal Protection - Building 2,400 [Lf $ 329(% 7900 |$% 3.04|% 7,300
Scaffolding JOB COST $ - |3 -1$ - |8 -
Excavation and Trenching N/A $ - $ -1$ - 3$ -
Subtotal $ 23,762 | $ 24,278
Sales tax 57| % [ $ 1,366 | $ 1,396
$ 25,128 | $ 24,278 | $ 25,128 | $ 24,278
Punch List / Warrantee 00| Hrs |[$  10]$ 1,000 | $ 253 24573 1,000 | $ 2,457
Page Two Subtotal [$ 2292948 26,735
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TOTAL TOTAL
MATERIAL LABOR MATERIAL LABOR
CATEGORY/ACTIVITY QUANTITY | UNIT RATE | cCasT RATE | cCosT casT cCasT
Rentals (DAVIS)
Pickup truck (sup't) 65| Wks |$ 325($ 21,125 | $ -1$ -
Courier vehicle 178 | Hrs |$ 26($ 4628 | $ -8 -
Dump truck 178 | Hrs |$ 28($ 4984 | $ -1$ -
Field office trailer 16| Mos [$ 425|$ 6,800 | $ -8 -
Storage/change house trailer 16| Mos [$ 200|$ 3,200 | $ -1$ -
Industrial vacuum 2| Ls |$ 400($ 800 | $ -8 -
Surveying instruments 2| Mos |$ 162 ($ 3741 % -8 -
Two way radios 7| Mos |$ 445($ 3115 $ -8 -
Gang box 16| Mos [$ 150 |$ 2,400 | $ -8 -
Vehicle (Sr. PM) 89| Wks |$ 163 ($ 14,463 | $ -8 -
Vehicle (Proj. Manager) 89| Wks |[$ 325|$% 28,925 | $ -8 -
Pickup truck (Layout Engineer) 10 Wks [$ 81]$ 813 | $ -8 -
Vehicle Allowance 1| Ls |$ 2500]|$ 2,500 | $ -1 $ -
Cell Phone 14,854 | Hrs | $ 2% 34,164 | $ -8 -
Computer/Supporting Systems 16 | Mos [ $ 2,000 | $ 32,000 | $ - $ -
Copier/Fax 16| Mos [$ 469 |$ 7,504 | $ -8 -
Subtotal $ 167,794 | $ -
Sales tax 575 % | $ 9,648 | $ -
$ 177,442 | $ -|$ 1774421 % S
Temporary Facilities
Field telephone
Equipment Hookup 1| Ls |$ 1,000|($ 1,000 | $ -8 -
Calling Plan 16| Mos [$ 450 | $ 7,200 | $ -8 -
Temporary protection JOB COST $ -| JOBCOST |$ -8 -
Parking Meter Rental JOB COST $ 60| JOBCOST |$ -8 -
Field Office Set-up 1| Ls |$ 8000($ 8,000 | $ -8 -
Field office expense 65| Wks [$ 125]$ 8,125 | $ -8 -
Subtotal $ 24,325 | $ -
Sales tax 575| % | $ 1,399 | $ -
$ 25724 | $ -1% 25724 | $ 3
Safety
Health and Environment Controls 16 |Mos | $528.75 | $ 8,460 | $ - |8 -
Protection and Life Safety Equip. 10 |Ctns | $618.64 | $ 6,186 | $ - $ -
Fire Protection and Prevention 20 |Ea $ 6081 |$% 1216 | $ - $ -
Sign, Signals and Barricades JOB COST $ - $ -1$ - $ -
Material Storage and Disposal 65 |Wks |$ - $ -|$ 26119 $ 16,978
Temporary Heat JOB COST $ - |3 -1$ - |3 -
Personal Protection - Site JOB COST $ - |$ -l - |8 -
Personal Protection - Building 2,400 |Lf $ 329|% 7900 ($ 304($% 7,300
Scaffolding JOB COST $ - | -l - |8 -
Excavation and Trenching N/A $ - 13 -8 - |3 -
Subtotal $ 23,762 | $ 24,278
Sales tax 5.75 % $ 1,366 | $ 1,396
$ 25,128 | $ 24,278 | $ 25,128 | $ 24,278
Punch List / Warrantee 00| Hs [$  10[$ 1000[$  25]$ 2457 $ 1,000 | $ 2,457
Page Two Subtotal [s 229204]8 26,735
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2175 K STREET, NW
Contractor General Conditions

(Estimate Summary)

ToTAL ToTAL
MATERIAL LABOR MATERIAL LABOR
CATEGORY/ACTIVITY QUANTITY UNIT RATE | casT RATE cosT cCasT casT
Page One Subtotal (Permit, Management Team, General Conditions, Misc. Labor, Courier, Dump Truck) $ 8582 |$% 766,321
Page Two Subtotal (DAVIS Rentals, Temporary Facilities, Punch List / Warrantee) $ 229294 % 26,735
SUBTOTAL s 237876 |3 793,056
Insurances & employee benefits 55 I % | $ -|$ 436,181
Total general conditions $ 237,876 % 1,229,236
GENERAL CONDITIONS GRAND TOTAL | $ 1,467,112
2175 K STREET, NW
Contractor General Conditions
(Price Compartison - Percentage)
TOTAL PERCENT PERCENT TOTAL PERCENT ([PERCENT)
MATERIAL OF oF LABOR OF oF
CATEGDORY/ACTIVITY cosT SuBTATAL ToOTAL cCosT SuBTATAL TaTAL
Pe rmit $ - - - $ - - -
Supervision & Project Management $ - - - $ 712,625.72 89.86% 57.97%
General Conditions $ 8,581.61 3.61% 3.61% $ - - -
Miscellaneous Labor $ - - - $ 43,206.00 5.45% 3.51%
Courier $ - - - $ 6,992.92 0.88% 0.57%
Dump Truck - Driver $ - - - $ 3,496.46 0.44% 0.28%
Rentals (DAVIS) $ 177,441.96 74.59% 74.59% $ - - -
Temporary Facilities $ 25,723.69 10.81% 10.81% $ - - -
Safety $ 25,128.34 10.56% 10.56% $ 24,277.50 3.06% 1.98%
Punch List / Warrantee $ 1,000.00 0.42% 0.42% $ 2,457.00 0.31% 0.20%
SUBTOTAL | $ 237,875.60] 1621% |$ 793,055.60 | 54.06%
TOTALS | $ 23787560 1621% |$ 1,229,236.18 | 83.79%
GENERAL CONDITIONS GRAND TOTAL | $1,467,112
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2175 K STREET, NW
Contractor General Conditions
(Price Comparison - Cost per Week)
ToTAL casT ToTAL cCasT
MATERIAL PER LABOR PER
CATEGORY/ACTIVITY QUANTITY CosT WEEK cosT WEEK
Pe rmit 0 $ - - $ - -
Supervision & Project Manage ment 89 $ - - $ 712,625.72 | $ 8,007
General Conditions 89 $ 858161]$% 9% |$ - -
Miscellaneous Labor 69 $ - - $ 43,206.00 | $ 626
Courier 56 $ - - $ 6,092.92 | $ 125
Dump Truck - Driver 3 $ - - $ 3496.46 | $ 1,249
Rentals (DAVIS) 89 $ 17744196 | $ 1994 | $ - -
Temporary Facilities 69 $ 2572369 | $ 3711 $ - -
Safety 69 $ 2512834 $ 362 |3 2427750 | $ 350
Punch List / Warrantee 3 $ 100000 | $ 400 | $ 2/457.00 | $ 983
SUBTOTAL | 89 | $237,875.60 | $ 2673|$ 793,055.60 | $ 8,911
TOTALS | 89 | $237,875.60 | $ 2,673 |$ 1,229,236.18 | $ 13,812
GENERAL CONDITIONS GRAND TOTAL | | $1,467,112 | $16,484
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Appendix F — Acoustic Analysis (Backup Generator Analysis)
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(General Information

Wall Dimensions (ft.)  18.00 by 14.50

Door Dimensions (ft.) 6.00 bv 3.00
Wall Type (height - ft.)
Concrete 4.00
CMLU 433

Resulfing Area (sq. ft.)

Concrete 106.00 39%
CMU 116.83 43%
Doar 4800 18%
Total 270.83
Base Case
Transmission Loss
Frequency (Hz.)
Material 125 250 500 1000 | 2000 @ 4000
Concrete 38 43 52 59 67 72
CMU 34 40 44 49 59 64
Door 23 28 36 41 39 44
Sound Transmission
Material Tan
Concrete 1.58E-04 5.01E-05 6.31E-06; 1.26E-06: 2.00E-07: 6.31E-08
CMU 3.98E-04 1.00E-04] 3.98E-05: 126E-05. 1.26E-06 3.98E-07
Doar 5.01E-03; 1.58E-03i 2.51E-04 7.94E-05 1.26E-04. 3 98E-05
[Composite TL | 205 34.6 419 47.0 46.4 514 |
[Generator | 1003 | 1048 | 1099 1131 | 1117 | 1097 |
[Resulting Sound Level | 70.8 70.2 68.0 66.1 65.3 583 |
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Proposed Solution

Goal Transmission Loss
Frequency (Hz.)
Location Type 125 250 300 1000 2000 4000
Office Activities 50 50 50 50 30 50
Classroom 66 72 77 T4 68 60
Normal Conversation 57 62 63 57 48 40
Transmission Loss
Frequency (Hz.)
Material 125 250 s00 1000 2000 4000
Concrete 38 43 52 39 67 72
CMU 34 40 44 49 39 64
Door 23 28 36 41 39 44
Construction No. 7 17 31 i3 40 38 36
Construction No. § 15 30 34 44 46 41
Construction No. @ 23 28 29 46 34 44
Sound Transmission
Material Tan
Concrete 1.538E-04: 5.01E-05 6.31E-06 1.26E-06 2.00E-07 6.31E-08
CMhU 3 98E-04: 1.00E-04 3 98E-05 1.26E-05 1 26E-06 3 98E-07
Door S01E-03: 1.58E-03 2.51E-04 T.94E-05 1.26E-04 3. 98E-03
Construction No. 7 200E-02¢ 794E-04 5.01E-04 1_00E-04 1 58E-04 2 51E-04
Construction No. § J.16E-02: 1.00E-03 3. 98E-04 3. 98E-05 2.51E-05 T.94E-03
Construction No. 9 501E-03: 1.58E-03 1.26E-03 251E-05 3 98E-06 3 98E-05
Composite TL
Construction No. 7 46.5 65.6 749 87.0 844 874
Construction No. § 445 64.6 759 21.0 824 924
Construction No. 9 325 62.6 709 93.0 100.4 954
Sound Level
Frequency (Hz.)
125 250 300 1000 2000 4000
Generator 100.3 104.8 109.9 113.1 111.7 1097
Resnlﬁug Sound Level
Construction No. 7 538 392 350 273 223
Construction No. § 358 402 34.0 2 123 17.3
Construction No. 9 18 422 390 2 113 143
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Summary
Frequency (Hz.) Per
125 250 500 1000 2000 | 4000 | Activity

Construction No. 7
Office Activities =< L o o of of b4
Classroom « « « o « o o
Normal Conversation L4 of of v o o o

Construction No. §
Office Activities X 4 o o o o b~ ¢
Classroom « « « « « « «
Normal Conversation L4 of o o o o o

Construction No. 9
Office Activities v o of o o o o
Classroom « « « i « «f i
Normal Conversation o o o 4 o of o

Construction Description
Construction No. 7 2 by 4 wood studs 16 in oc with 1/2-in gypsum board both sides
Construction No. § Construction No. 7 with 2-in glass-fiber insulation in cavity
Construction No. 9 2 by 4 staggered wood studs 16 in oc with 5/8-in gypsum board both sides
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Appendix G —Energy Calculations Base (Backup Generator Analysis)

Cummins 300 kW Diesel Generator
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Energy Calculations

Hours of Operation

Daily 8 hours*®
Weekly 40 hours*
Monthly 160 hours*
Yearly 2080 hours*

Electricity Rate

$0.1543 per kWh
Generator Qutput

00 KW
Cost of Diesel Fuel
52.986
Fuel Usage
Load
1/4 1/2 34 Full
Gallons per Hour
6.67 11.57 17.12 2315

Savings Subtotal

Daily $92 58 $185.16 $277.74 $370.32

Weekly $462.90 $925_80 $1.388.70 $1.851.60

Monthly $1.851.60 $3.703.20 $5.554 80 $7.406.40

Yearly $24.070.80 $48.141.60 $72.212.40 $96.283.20
Fuel Consumption

Gallons

Daily 5336 82.56 136.96 185.20

Weekly 266.80 462 80 684 80 926.00

Monthly 1.067.20 1.851.20 2.739.20 3.704.00

Yearly 13.873.60 24 065.60 35,609 60 48,152 .00
Fuel Costs

Daily $159.33 $276.38 $408.96 $553.01

Weekly $796.66 $1.381.92 $2.044 81 $2.765.04

Monthly $3.186.66 $5.527.68 $8.179.25 $11.060.14

Yearly 54142657 $71.859.88 $106.330.27 $143 78187
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Net Savings
Daily € (366753 (39122) 3¢ (3131220 % (5182.69)
Weekly # (3333760 (3456120 ¥ (Ses611) ¢ (5913.44)
Monthly 3¢ ($1.335.06) 3 (31.824.48) 3¢ ($2.624.45) ¥ ($3.653.74)
Yearly 9% (517.355.77) 3£ ($23.718.28) 3 (334.117.87) 3£ (347.498.67)
*Current fuel tank is rated for 4 howrs of continuous operation
Break Even Scenarios
Load
1/4 122 3/4 Full
Gallons per Hour"
Max. Fuel Consumption 3.88 .73 11.63 15.50
Cost per Gallon®
Max. Fuel Cost 51.735 32.000 52.028 52.000
Kilowaits®
Min. Generator Capacity 516 448 442 448
Cost per EWhr?
Min. Electricity Rate 50.2656 50.2303 50.2272 50.2304

& This is the max gallons per hour to make this analysis break even.
® Thisis the max fuel cost to make this analysis break even.

¢ This is the min generator output to make this analysis break even.
4 This is the min electricity rate to make this analysis break even.
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Appendix H — Energy Calculations Proposed (Backup Generator Analysis)

CAT 350kW Natural Gas Generator

OB TIMOTHY CONROY | THE PENNSYLVANIA STATE UNIVERSITY



Hours of Operation
Daily
Weekly
Monthly
Yearly

Electricity Rate

Generator Output

Cost of Natural Gas

Fuel Usage

Savings Subtotal

Daily
Weekly
Monthly
Yearly

Fuel Consumption

Daily
Weekly
Monthly
Yearly

Fuel Costs

Daily
Weekly
Monthly
Yearly

Energy Calculations

% hours

40 hours
160 hours
2080 hours

$0.1543 per kWh

350 kW

£12.080

$108.01
$540.05
$2.160.20
$28.082.60

13.24
66.19
264.74
3.441.65

$159.90
$799.52
$3.198.09
$41.575.15

Load

1/2 3/4

Cubic Feet per Hour

2701 3575
£216.02 £324.03
$1.080.10 $1.620.15
$4.320.40 $6.480.60
$56.165.20 £84.247.80

Thousand Cubic Feet
21.61 28.60
108.04 143.00
432.16 572.00
5.618.08 7.436.00
$261.02 $345 49
£1.305.12 $1.727.44
$5.220.49 $6.909 76
567.866.41 £80.B26.8E

Full

4472

$432.04
$2.160.20
$8.640.80
$112.330.40

35.78
17888
715.52

9.301.76

$432.17
$2.160.87
55.643 48
$112.365.26
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Net Savings

Daily € (3518903 (3450003 (32146 K ($0.13)
Weekly (525947 ¢ (5225020 ¢ (5107290 K ($0.67)
Monthly 9 (31.037.839) 3¢  ($900.09) 3¢  ($429.16) ¥ ($2.68)
Yearly 9 (313.492.55) 3¢ ($11.701.21) 3¢ (35.579.08) & ($34.36)

*Based Upon Cat Natural Gas Generator Mode! G3412 350kW

Break Even Scenarios

Load
1/4 12 34 Full
Cubic Feet per Hour"

Max. Fuel Consumption 3¢ 1117.65 3¢ 2235.31 3 335296 3 4470.61

Cost per Thousand Cubic Feet®

Max. Fuel Cost 58160  59.997 3 811.330 812076
Kilowatts©
Min. Generator Capacity 3{ 518 o423 ¥ 373 M 35011
Cost per EWRr®

Min. Eleciricity Rafe K 8§0.2284 3K $0.1864 3K S0.1645 3 80.15435

& This is the max gallons per hour to make this analysis break even.
® Thisis the max fuel cost to make this analysis break even.

¢ This is the min generator output to make this analysis break even.
4 This is the min electricity rate to make this analysis break even.
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Appendix | — Energy Calculations Proposed (Backup Generator Analysis)

CAT 450kW Natural Gas Generator
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Hours of Operation
Daily
Weekly
Monthly
Yearly

Electricity Rate
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Generator Qutput

Cost of Natural Gas

Fuel Usage

Savings Subtotal

Daily
Weekly
Monthly
Yearly

Fuel Consumption

Daily
Weekly
Monthly
Yearly

Fuel Costs

Daily
Weekly
Monthly
Yearly

Energy Calculations

£ hours

40 hours
160 hours
2080 hours

$0.1543 per kWh

450 kW

512.080

1/4

2038

$138.87
5694 35
$2.777.40
$36.106.20

16.30
81.50
326.01
423819

$196.91
$984.56
$3.938.25
$51.197.30

Load

1/2 3/4

Cubic Feet per Hour

3200 4360
$277.74 $416.61
$1.383.70 $2.083.05
£5.554.80 £8.332.20
$72212.40 $108.318.60

Thousand Cubic Feet
25.60 34.88
128.00 174.40
512.00 §97.60
6.656.00 0.0638.80
$309.25 $421.35
£1.546.24 $2.106.75
16,184 96 $8.427.01
80,404 48 $109.551.10

$555.48
$2.777.40
$11,109.60
$144.424 80

44.06
220.28
881.12

11.454.56

$532.20
$2.660.98
$10.643.93
$138.371.08
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Net Savings

Daily € (35800 (33150 K (34.74) o $23.28
Weekly 9 (52902103 (51575403 ($23.70) & $116.42
Monthly % (31.160.85) 3¢ (3630.16) ¢ (39481 o  $465.67
Yearly 9 (315.091.10) 3¢ (38.192.08) 3¢ ($1.232.50) o $6.053.72

*Based Upon Cat Natural Gas Generator Mode! G3412 450kW

Breal Even Scenarios

Load
1/4 1.2 3/4 Full
Cubic Feet per Hour"

Max. Fuel Consumption 3 1436.98 3£ 2873.97 3£ 4310.95 « 5747.93

Cost per Thousand Cubic Feet®

Max. Fuel Cost 3 58.519 3 510.849 3 811.944 o 512.608
Kilowaits©
Min. Generator Capacity 3§ 638 w501 w455 « 431
Cost per KWhr 4

Min. Electricify Rate M 50.2188 3 S0.1718 ¥ 50.1561 o $0.1478

& This is the max gallons per hour to make this analysis break even.
% Thisis the max fuel cost to make this analysis break even.

© This is the min generator output te make this analysis break even.
4 This is the min electricity rate to make this analysis break even.
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Appendix J — Energy Calculations Proposed (Backup Generator Analysis)

CAT 1040kW Natural Gas Generator
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Energy Calculations

Hours of Operation

Daily 8 hours
Weekly 40 hours
Monthly 160 hours
Yearly 2080 hours

Electricity Rate

$0.1543 per kWh
Generator Qutput

1,040 KW
Cost of Natural Gas
512.080
Fuel Usage
Load
1/4 1/2 3/4 Full
Cubic Feet per Hour
2923 4581 6161 7899

Savings Subtotal

Daily $320.94 $641.89 $962.83 $1.283.78

Weekly $1.604.72 $3.209 44 $4.814.16 $6,418.88

Monthly 6418 88 $12.837.76 $19.256.64 $25.675.52

Yearly 58344544 516685088 $250,336.32 $333,781.76
Fuel Consumption

Thousand Cubic Feet

Daily 23.38 36.65 4929 63.19

Weekly 116.91 183.26 24645 31596

Monthly 467.62 733.03 985.80 1,263.84

Yearly 6.079.07 052835 12.815.34 1642992
Fuel Costs

Daily $282 44 544275 $595 42 $763.36

Weekly $141221 $2.213.74 $2.977.10 $3.816.80

Monthly $5.648.86 $8.854.97 511,908 41 $15,267.19

Yearly $73.435.17 $115.114.59 $154. 80928 $198.473 43
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Net Savings

Daily of $38.50 o $199.14 o $367.41 o $320.42
Weekly v 4 $192.51 o $995.70 «F $1.837.06 & $2.602.08
Monthly of $770.02 o 3398279 o $7348231 o $1040833
Yearly of $1001027 o $51.776.29 o $95527.04 « $135308.33

*Based Upon Cat Natural Gas Generator Mode! G412 1040EW

Breal Even Scenarios

Load
1/4 1.2 3/4 Full
Cubic Feet per Hour"

Max. Fuel Consumption «f 3321.03 o 6642.05 o 9963.08 13284.11

Cost per Thousand Cubic Feet®

Max. Fuel Cost o 813.727 o 817.513 o 819.534 o $20.315

Kilowatts®

Min. Generator Capacity «f 915 « 717 « 643 « 618

Cost per KWhr 4

Min. Electricity Rafe of $0.1358 o S0.1064 o 50.0954 o 50.0917

& This is the max gallons per hour to make this analysis break even.
% Thisis the max fuel cost to make this analysis break even.

© This is the min generator output te make this analysis break even.
4 This is the min electricity rate to make this analysis break even.
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Appendix K — Load Calculations (Green Roof Analysis)
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Structural Calculations (Green Roof)

Deck Wt
Weight | Length = Spacing PMp Load Load Case Load Case Load Case Load Case Load Case Load Case Load Case| Controlling Beam Wt Net Load 7 (t=4") NW Net Allowable Load

Function  No. Size Ib/If ft ft S L L W R E HJ| fK k/ft Ib/ft 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Load Ib/ft Ib/ft b/t | Type | b/ Capacity Ib/ft?
1 W18x35 35 36.33 7.75 30 100 20 O 0 0 0 249 151 | 1508.96 | 1077.83 | 1189.14 1107.47 | 1161.64 | 1235.80 | 1676.63 | 1676.63 | 1077.83 35 1042.83 13456 | 3C20 53.00 98.00 81.56

2 W18X35 35 35.08 8.50 30 | 100 | 20 0 0 0 0 249 1.62 1618.41 | 1156.00 | 1280.34 | 1198.67 | 1252.84 & 1327.01 | 1798.23 | 1798.23 1156.00 35 1121.00 | 131.88 3C20 53.00 98.00 78.88

3 W18x35 35 35.08 9.00 30 100 20 O 0 0 0 249 1.62 | 1618.41 | 1156.00 | 1280.34 1198.67 | 1252.84 | 1327.01 | 1798.23 | 1798.23 | 1156.00 35 1121.00 12456 | 3C20 53.00 98.00 71.56

4 W18x35 35 35.08 6.75 30 | 100 | 20 0 0 0 0 249 1.62 1618.41 | 1156.00 | 1280.34 | 1198.67 | 1252.84 & 1327.01 | 1798.23 | 1798.23 1156.00 35 1121.00 | 166.07 3C20 53.00 98.00 113.07

5 W21X44 44 39.51 8.50 30 100 20 O 0 0 0 358 1.83 | 1834.64 | 1310.45 | 1460.53 1378.86 | 1433.03 | 1507.20 | 2038.48 | 2038.48 | 1310.45 44 1266.45 148.99 | 3C20 53.00 98.00 95.99

6 W21X44 44 39.51 7.88 30 | 100 | 20 0 0 0 0 358 1.83 1834.64 | 1310.45 | 1460.53 | 1378.86 | 1433.03 & 1507.20 | 2038.48 | 2038.48 1310.45 44 1266.45 | 160.82 3C20 53.00 98.00 107.82

7 W18x40 40 37.58 9.13 30 100 20 O 0 0 0 294 1.67 | 1665.12 | 1189.37 | 1319.27 1237.60 | 1291.77 | 1365.94 | 1850.14 | 1850.14 | 1189.37 40 1149.37 12596 | 3C20 53.00 98.00 72.96

8 W18x40 40 37.58 9.38 30 | 100 | 20 0 0 0 0 294 1.67 1665.12 | 1189.37 | 1319.27 | 1237.60 | 1291.77 @ 1365.94 | 1850.14 | 1850.14 1189.37 40 1149.37 | 122.60 3C20 53.00 98.00 69.60

9 W21x44 44 36.58 6.00 30 100 20 O 0 0 0 358 2.14 | 2139.96 | 1528.55 | 1714.97 1633.30 | 1687.47 | 1761.64 | 2377.74 | 2377.74 | 1528.55 44 1484.55 247.42 | 3C20 53.00 98.00 194.42

% 10 W21X44 44 37.58 4.32 30 | 100 | 20 0 0 0 0 358 2.03 2027.60 | 1448.29 | 1621.33 | 1539.67 @ 1593.83 | 1668.00 | 2252.89 | 2252.89 1448.29 44 1404.29 | 325.16 3C20 53.00 98.00 272.16
A 11* W18x76 76 35.08 9.00 30 100 | 20 | O 0 0 0 611 3.97 | 3971.27 | 2836.62 | 3241.06 | 3159.39 | 3213.56 | 3287.73 | 4412.52 | 4412.52 | 2836.62 76 2760.62 | 306.75 | 3C20 53.00 98.00 253.75
12* W18x60 60 36.33 7.75 30 | 100 | 20 0 0 0 0 461 2.79 2793.70 | 1995.50 | 2259.75 | 2178.09 @ 2232.25 | 2306.42 | 3104.12 | 3104.12 1995.50 60 1935.50 | 249.74 3C20 53.00 98.00 196.74
13 W21x50 50 39.51 6.84 30 100 20 O 0 0 0 413 212 | 2116.49 | 1511.78 | 169541 1613.74 | 1667.91 | 1742.08 | 2351.66 | 2351.66 | 1511.78 50 1461.78 213.67 | 3C20 53.00 98.00 160.67
14 W12x19 19 24.50 6.63 30 | 100 | 20 0 0 0 0 92.6 1.23 1234.15 | 881.54 960.13 878.46 932.63 | 1006.79 | 1371.28 | 1371.28 878.46 19 859.46 @ 129.73 3C20 53.00 98.00 76.73
15 W18x40 40 24.50 3.83 30 100 20 O 0 0 0 294 3.92 | 3918.37 | 2798.83  3196.97 @ 3115.31 @ 3169.47 | 3243.64 | 4353.74 | 4353.74 | 2798.83 40 2758.83 | 719.76 | 3C20 53.00 98.00 666.76
16 W24x104| 104 39.51 9.50 30 | 100 | 20 0 0 0 0 1080 5.53 5534.65 | 3953.32 | 4543.88 | 4462.21 @ 4516.38 | 4590.55 | 6149.62 | 6149.62 3953.32 104 3849.32 | 405.19 3C20 53.00 98.00 352.19
17 W16x26 26 23.25 5.79 30 100 20 O 0 0 0 166 2.46 | 2456.70 | 1754.79 = 1978.92 = 1897.25 @ 1951.42 | 2025.58 | 2729.67 | 2729.67 | 1754.79 26 1728.79 29858 | 3C20 53.00 98.00 245.58
18 W12x14 14 6.50 5.75 30 | 100 | 20 0 0 0 0 65.2 12.35 |12345.56| 8818.26 | 10219.64 | 10137.97 | 10192.14 | 10266.30 A 13717.29 | 13717.29 | 8818.26 14 8804.26 | 1531.18 | 3C20 53.00 98.00 1478.18
19 W14x22 22 11.50 1750 [ 30 1100 20 O 0 0 0 125 7.56 | 7561.44 | 5401.03 6232.86 6151.20 6205.36 | 6279.53 | 8401.60 @ 8401.60 | 5401.03 22 5379.03 | 307.37 | 3C20 53.00 98.00 254.37
20 W21x44 44 23.25 5.25 30 1100 20 O 0 0 0 358 530 | 5298.18 | 3784.42 @ 4346.82 | 4265.15 4319.32 | 4393.49 | 5886.87 | 5886.87 | 3784.42 44 3740.42 | 712.46 | 3C20 53.00 98.00 659.46

*Non-economical Member Size *Controlling Load case is highlighted in green
Minimum Net Load (psf) 98.00 69.60
Controlling Net Allowable Load (psf) 69.60
Green Roof
Snow Water Equivalent
SWE Precip. (in.)

g2g - 10% 18.46

Y % £ 20% 9.23

SEZ 3% 6.15

é == 40% 4.62

F = 50% 3.69

Water| 100% 1.85

Notes:

110% SWE when air temp. near 14°F
1120% SWE when air temp. near 32°F

t11100% SWE is Max distance from primary
drain to secondary




Structural Calculations (Solar Roof)

Deck Wit
Weight | Length = Spacing PMp Load Load Case Load Case Load Case Load Case Load Case Load Case Load Case| Controlling| Beam Wt Net Load 7" (t=4") NW Net Allowable Load

Function  No. Size Ib/If ft ft S L, L W R E H| fK k/ft Ib/ft 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Load Ib/ft Ib/ft b/ | Type | b/ | Capacity Ib/ft?
1 W18x35 35 36.33 7.75 30 | 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 249 151 1508.96 | 1077.83 | 1218.30 = 1200.80 | 1228.30 @ 1235.80 | 1676.63 | 1676.63 1077.83 35 1042.83 | 134.56 2C18 35.00 87.00 99.56

2 W18X35 35 35.08 8.50 30 | 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 249 1.62 1618.41 | 1156.00 | 1309.51 | 1292.01 | 1319.51 & 1327.01 | 1798.23 | 1798.23 1156.00 35 1121.00 | 131.88 2C18 35.00 87.00 96.88

3 W18x35 35 35.08 9.00 30 | 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 249 1.62 1618.41 | 1156.00 | 1309.51 § 1292.01 | 1319.51 & 1327.01 | 1798.23 | 1798.23 1156.00 35 1121.00 | 124.56 2C18 35.00 87.00 89.56

4 W18x35 35 35.08 6.75 30 | 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 249 1.62 1618.41 | 1156.00 | 1309.51 | 1292.01 | 1319.51 & 1327.01 | 1798.23 | 1798.23 1156.00 35 1121.00 | 166.07 2C18 35.00 87.00 131.07

5 W21X44 44 39.51 8.50 30 | 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 358 1.83 1834.64 | 1310.45 | 1489.70 | 1472.20 | 1499.70 @ 1507.20 | 2038.48 | 2038.48 1310.45 44 1266.45 | 148.99 2C18 35.00 87.00 113.99

6 W21X44 44 39.51 7.88 30 | 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 358 1.83 1834.64 | 1310.45 | 1489.70 | 1472.20 | 1499.70 @ 1507.20 | 2038.48 | 2038.48 1310.45 44 1266.45 | 160.82 2C18 35.00 87.00 125.82

7 W18x40 40 37.58 9.13 30 | 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 294 1.67 1665.12 | 1189.37 | 1348.44 | 1330.94 | 1358.44 @ 1365.94 | 1850.14 | 1850.14 1189.37 40 1149.37 | 125.96 2C18 35.00 87.00 90.96

8 W18x40 40 37.58 9.38 30 | 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 294 1.67 1665.12 | 1189.37 | 1348.44 | 1330.94 | 1358.44 @ 1365.94 | 1850.14 | 1850.14 1189.37 40 1149.37 | 122.60 2C18 35.00 87.00 87.60

9 W21x44 44 36.58 6.00 30 | 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 358 2.14 2139.96 | 1528.55 | 1744.14 | 1726.64 | 1754.14 | 1761.64 | 2377.74 | 2377.74 1528.55 44 148455 | 247.42 2C18 35.00 87.00 212.42

% 10 W21X44 44 37.58 4.32 30 | 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 358 2.03 2027.60 | 1448.29 | 1650.50 | 1633.00 @ 1660.50 | 1668.00 | 2252.89 | 2252.89 1448.29 44 1404.29 | 325.16 2C18 35.00 87.00 290.16
A 11* W18x76 76 35.08 9.00 30 | 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 611 3.97 3971.27 | 2836.62 | 3270.23 | 3252.73 | 3280.23 | 3287.73 | 4412.52 | 4412.52 2836.62 76 2760.62 | 306.75 2C18 35.00 87.00 271.75
12* W18x60 60 36.33 7.75 30 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 461 2.79 2793.70 | 1995.50 | 2288.92 | 2271.42 @ 2298.92 | 2306.42 | 3104.12 | 3104.12 1995.50 60 1935.50 | 249.74 2C18 35.00 87.00 214.74
13 W21x50 50 39.51 6.84 30 | 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 413 2.12 2116.49 | 1511.78 | 172458 | 1707.08 & 173458 | 1742.08 | 2351.66 | 2351.66 1511.78 50 1461.78 | 213.67 2C18 35.00 87.00 178.67
14 W12x19 19 24.50 6.63 30 | 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 92.6 1.23 1234.15 | 881.54 989.29 971.79 999.29 | 1006.79 | 1371.28 | 1371.28 881.54 19 862.54 | 130.19 2C18 35.00 87.00 95.19
15 W18x40 40 24.50 3.83 30 | 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 294 3.92 3918.37 | 2798.83 | 3226.14 | 3208.64 | 3236.14 | 3243.64 = 4353.74 | 4353.74 | 2798.83 40 2758.83 | 719.76 2C18 35.00 87.00 684.76
16 W24x104| 104 39.51 9.50 30 | 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 1080 5.53 5534.65 | 3953.32 | 4573.05 | 4555.55 | 4583.05 | 4590.55 | 6149.62 | 6149.62 3953.32 104 3849.32 | 405.19 2C18 35.00 87.00 370.19
17 W16x26 26 23.25 5.79 30 | 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 166 2.46 2456.70 | 1754.79 | 2008.08 | 1990.58 @ 2018.08 | 2025.58 | 2729.67 | 2729.67 1754.79 26 1728.79 | 298.58 2C18 35.00 87.00 263.58
18 W12x14 14 6.50 5.75 30 | 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 65.2 12.35 | 12345.56| 8818.26 | 10248.80 | 10231.30 | 10258.80  10266.30 | 13717.29 | 13717.29 | 8818.26 14 8804.26 | 1531.18 | 2C18 35.00 87.00 1496.18
19 W14x22 22 11.50 17.50 30 | 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 125 7.56 7561.44 | 5401.03 @ 6262.03 | 6244.53 @ 6272.03 | 6279.53 | 8401.60 | 8401.60 5401.03 22 5379.03 | 307.37 2C18 35.00 87.00 272.37
20 W21x44 44 23.25 5.25 30 | 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 358 5.30 5298.18 | 3784.42 | 4375.99 | 4358.49 & 4385.99 | 4393.49 | 5886.87 | 5886.87 3784.42 44 3740.42 | 712.46 2C18 35.00 87.00 677.46

*Non-economical Member Size *Controlling Load case is highlighted in green
Minimum Net Load (psf) 87.00 87.60
Controlling Net Allowable Load (psf) 87.00
Solar Roof
Snow Water Equivalent
SWE Precip. (in.)

2g o 10% 123.81

S % £ 20% 61.90

SEZ 3% 41.27

é £E3 40% 30.95

.= 50% 24.76

Water| 100% 12.38

Notes:

110% SWE when air temp. near 14°F
t120% SWE when air temp. near 32°F

t11100% SWE is Max distance from primary
drain to secondary



Structural Calculations (Cool Roof)

Weight | Length = Spacing ¢Mp Load Load Case|Load Case Load Case Load Case Load Case|Load Case Load Case| Controlling | Beam Wt Net Load Deck Wt Net Allowable Load

Function  No. Size Ib/If ft ft S L, L W R E HI| fK k/ft Ib/ft 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Load Ib/ft Ib/ft b/ | Type | b/ | Capacity Ib/ft?
1 W18x35 35 36.33 7.75 30 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 249 151 | 1508.96 | 1077.83 | 1218.30 1200.80 | 1228.30 | 1235.80 @ 1676.63 | 1676.63 | 1077.83 35 1042.83 | 13456 | 3N22 2.26 70.00 132.30

2 W18X35 35 35.08 8.50 30 | 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 249 1.62 1618.41 | 1156.00 | 1309.51 | 1292.01 | 1319.51 & 1327.01 | 1798.23 | 1798.23 1156.00 35 1121.00 | 131.88 3N22 2.26 70.00 129.62

3 W18x35 35 35.08 9.00 30 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 249 1.62 | 1618.41 | 1156.00 | 1309.51 1292.01 | 1319.51 | 1327.01 | 1798.23 | 1798.23 | 1156.00 35 1121.00 12456 | 3N22 2.26 70.00 122.30

4 W18x35 35 35.08 6.75 30 | 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 249 1.62 1618.41 | 1156.00 | 1309.51 | 1292.01 | 1319.51 & 1327.01 | 1798.23 | 1798.23 1156.00 35 1121.00 | 166.07 3N22 2.26 70.00 163.81

5 W21X44 44 39.51 8.50 30 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 358 1.83 | 1834.64 | 1310.45 | 1489.70 147220 | 1499.70 | 1507.20 A 2038.48 | 2038.48 | 1310.45 44 1266.45 14899 | 3N22 2.26 70.00 146.73

6 W21X44 44 39.51 7.88 30 | 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 358 1.83 1834.64 | 1310.45 | 1489.70 | 1472.20 | 1499.70 @ 1507.20 | 2038.48 | 2038.48 1310.45 44 1266.45 | 160.82 3N22 2.26 70.00 158.56

7 W18x40 40 37.58 9.13 30 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 294 1.67 | 1665.12 | 1189.37 | 1348.44 1330.94 | 1358.44 | 1365.94 @ 1850.14 | 1850.14 | 1189.37 40 1149.37 | 12596 | 3N22 2.26 70.00 123.70

8 W18x40 40 37.58 9.38 30 | 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 294 1.67 1665.12 | 1189.37 | 1348.44 | 1330.94 | 1358.44 @ 1365.94 | 1850.14 | 1850.14 1189.37 40 1149.37 | 122.60 3N22 2.26 70.00 120.34

9 W21x44 44 36.58 6.00 30 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 358 2.14 | 2139.96 | 1528.55 | 1744.14 1726.64 | 1754.14 | 1761.64 | 2377.74 | 2377.74 | 1528.55 44 148455 | 247.42 | 3N22 2.26 70.00 245.16

% 10 W21X44 44 37.58 4.32 30 | 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 358 2.03 2027.60 | 1448.29 | 1650.50 | 1633.00 @ 1660.50 | 1668.00 | 2252.89 | 2252.89 1448.29 44 1404.29 | 325.16 3N22 2.26 70.00 322.90
A 11* W18x76 76 35.08 9.00 30 | 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 611 3.97 | 3971.27 | 2836.62 | 3270.23 | 3252.73 | 3280.23 | 3287.73 | 4412.52 | 441252 | 2836.62 76 2760.62 | 306.75 [ 3N22 2.26 70.00 304.49
12* W18x60 60 36.33 7.75 30 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 461 2.79 2793.70 | 1995.50 | 2288.92 | 2271.42 @ 2298.92 | 2306.42 | 3104.12 | 3104.12 1995.50 60 1935.50 | 249.74 3N22 2.26 70.00 247.48
13 W21x50 50 39.51 6.84 30 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 413 2.12 | 2116.49 | 1511.78 | 172458 1707.08 | 1734.58 | 1742.08 | 2351.66 | 2351.66 | 1511.78 50 1461.78 = 213.67 | 3N22 2.26 70.00 211.41
14 W12x19 19 24.50 6.63 30 | 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 92.6 1.23 1234.15 | 881.54 989.29 971.79 999.29 | 1006.79 | 1371.28 | 1371.28 881.54 19 862.54 | 130.19 3N22 2.26 70.00 127.93
15 W18x40 40 24.50 3.83 30 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 294 3.92 | 3918.37 | 2798.83  3226.14 | 3208.64 3236.14 | 3243.64 | 4353.74 | 4353.74 | 2798.83 40 2758.83 719.76 | 3N22 2.26 70.00 717.50
16 W24x104| 104 39.51 9.50 30 | 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 1080 5.53 5534.65 | 3953.32 | 4573.05 | 4555.55 | 4583.05 | 4590.55 | 6149.62 | 6149.62 3953.32 104 3849.32 | 405.19 3N22 2.26 70.00 402.93
17 W16x26 26 23.25 5.79 30 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 166 2.46 | 2456.70 | 1754.79 = 2008.08 | 1990.58 2018.08 | 2025.58 | 2729.67 | 2729.67 | 1754.79 26 1728.79 = 298.58 | 3N22 2.26 70.00 296.32
18 W12x14 14 6.50 5.75 30 | 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 65.2 12.35 | 12345.56| 8818.26 | 10248.80 | 10231.30 | 10258.80  10266.30 | 13717.29 | 13717.29 | 8818.26 14 8804.26 | 1531.18 | 3N22 2.26 70.00 1528.92
19 W14x22 22 11.50 1750 | 30 | 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 125 7.56 | 7561.44 | 5401.03 @ 6262.03 | 6244.53 6272.03 | 6279.53 | 8401.60 A 8401.60 | 5401.03 22 5379.03 307.37 | 3N22 2.26 70.00 305.11
20 W21x44 44 23.25 5.25 30 20 | 20 0 0 0 0 358 530 | 5298.18 | 3784.42 | 4375.99 | 4358.49 438599 | 4393.49  5886.87 @ 5886.87 | 3784.42 44 3740.42  712.46 | 3N22 2.26 70.00 710.20

*Non-economical Member Size *Controlling Load case is highlighted in green
Minimum Net Load (psf)  70.00 120.34
Controlling Net Allowable Load (psf) 70.00
Cool Roof
Snow Water Equivalent
SWE Precip. (in.)

2g o 10% 94.65

N % £ 20% 47.33

SEZ 3% 3155

é £E3 40% 23.66

.= 50% 18.93

Water| 100% 9.47

Notes:

110% SWE when air temp. near 14°F
t120% SWE when air temp. near 32°F
t11100% SWE is Max distance from primary

drain to secondary
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Lifecycle Cost Analysis
Year EPDM Green Roof Difference
0 $ (60.500.00) § (60.500.00) $ (105924.36): $ (10592436)| § (45424 36)
1 $  (L100.00) § (61.600.00)[ 3  5.056.29 | $ (100868.07)| § (39.268.07)
2 $  (1100.00) § (62700.00)[ 3 505629 :% (95811.78) 8 (33.111.78)
3 [s (110000) $ (6380000)[ S 505620 § (90.755.48)| $ (26.955.48)
4 |$ (1100.00) § (64900.00)[ 3 505629 i $ (85699.19) § (20.799.19)
5 $  (L100.00) $ (66.000.00) 3 505629 : S (30642.90)| § (14.642.90)
6 $  (1.10000) $ (67.10000)[ $ 505629 | $ (7558661} 5 (8.486.61)
7 $  (1100.00) § (68200.00) 3 505629 : % (7053032) %  (2330.32)
8 $  (110000): $ (6930000)[$ 505629 :% (6547402)|$ 382598
9 |$ (1,10000) $ (70.40000)[$ 505629 | § (60417.73)| S 998227
10 |$ (110000 % (715000008 505629 § (5536144)[% 1613856
11 [$ (1100.00)} § (72600.00)[ $ 505629 | $ (50305.15)| § 2229485
12 |$ (61600000 § (134200000[ % 505629  § (4524886)) % 8895114
13 [$  (1100.00) $ (135300.00)( $ 505629 | $ (40192.56)| $ 9510744
14 |$ (1,10000) § (136400000[$ 505629 | § (35136.27)| S 101.263.73
15 |§  (110000): $ (13750000)[$ 505629 ' $ (30079.98)| $ 10742002
16 |$ (1.10000): § (13860000 $ 505629 : § (25023.69) $ 11357631
17 |$ (1,10000) § (139700000[§ 505629  § (19967.40) & 119.732.60
18 [$ (1100.00): § (140.800.00)( $ 505629 | § (1491110} $ 12588890
19 |$ (1,10000) § (141.900000[$ 503629 1 § (985481 § 13204519
20 |$  (110000): § (14300000)[$ 505629 $ (479852)| § 13820148
21 $ (1100000 § (144100000 $ 505629 : § 25777 | 144.357.77
22 $  (1100.00): § (14520000 505629 § 531407 | § 13051407
23 $ (1,100.00%: $ (146,300.00) % 505629 1% 1037036 | 3 156.670.36
24 $  (61.600.00): $ (207.900.00)| 3 503629 1§ 1542665 | 3 223326.65
25 3 (1,100.00): $ (209.000.00)] % 505629 1§ 2048294 |5 22948294
26 $ (1100000 § (210,100,000 $ 505629 | § 2553923 | § 23563923
27 $ 0 (1L100.00) § (211200000 § 505629 % 3059553 |5 24179533
28 $ (1,100.00%: $ (212300.00)] % 505629 1§ 3565182 | % 247951.82
29 $  (1100.00): $ (213.400.00)[ 503629 % 4070811 | § 23410811
30 3 (1,100.00): § (21450000} % 505629 1§ 4576440 | 5 26026440
31 $  (1100.00) $ (21560000 3 505629 1§ 5082069 |3 266,420.69
32 $ (1L100.00) § (216,700.000[ § 503629 % 5587699 | % 27237699
33 $ (1100000 § (217.800.000( $ 505629 | § 6093328 |§ 27873328
34 $  (1.100.00); $ (218.900.00)| § 503629 ' § 6598957 | § 284883937
35 5 (1,100.00%: $ (220,000.00)] % 505629 1% 7104586 |5 291.045.86
36 $ (61.600.00): 3 (281.600.00)[ 3 505629 1% 7610215 |3 357.702.15
37 $ (1100.00): § (282700000 § 503629 % 8115845 |F 36385343
38 $ (110000 § (283800000 $ 505629 1§ 8621474 | § 370.014.74
39 $  (1.100.00): § (28490000 503629 % 9127103 |3 376171.03
40 $ (1,100.00): $ (286,000.00) % 505629 1§ 9632732 | % 38232732
41 $  (1100.00): $ (287.100.00)[ § 505629 : & 10138361 | § 388483.61
42 3 (1,100.00): $ (28820000} % 505629 : 5 10643991 | § 394.639.91
43 $ (110000 § (28930000 $ 505629 18 11149620 | §  400.7%6.20
44 $ 0 (1100.00) § (290400000 § 505629 % 11655249 | § 40693249
45 $ (1,100.00%: $ (291.500.00) % 505629 1% 12160878 | § 413.108.78
46 $  (1100.00): $ (292.600.00)| $ 5036.29 1 & 12666507 | § 419265.07
47 3 (1,100.00): $ (293.700.00)] % 505629 1§ 13172137 | § 425421.37
48 $ (61.600.00) $ (35530000 3 505629 1§ 13677766 | § 492.077.66
49 $ 0 (1100.00) § (356400000 § 503629 % 14183395 |5 49323395
50 $ (110000 § (337.500.000] $ 5056.29 | § 14689024 | § 3504.390.24
EPDM Green Roof
Pavback N/A 209 7.4
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Appendix O — Energy Savings Calculations (Curtain Wall Redesign Analysis)
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Energy Savings

Annual Building Electrical Usage
Percent Used by Mech. Systems

Electricity Usage Breakdown
Per Floor

Levels 1-8

Electricity Savings
Glazing Redesign

Total Savings

Total Electicity Usage

Existing Design

Proposed Design
Cost of Electricity

Total Electicity Cost
Existing Design

Proposed Design

Total Savings

1,730,769 EWhr
60%
129,808 EWhr
1,038 462 EWhr
43% 167,323 £Whr
167.323 EWhr
2120192 EWhr
1,260,561 EWhr
$0.1543 per ¥Wht

$327.145 .67
$194.504.60

$132,641.08 per year
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Appendix P — Federal and State Financial Incentives (Curtain Wall Redesign Analysis)
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DSIRE

Database of State Incentives for Renewables & Efficiency

Page 1 of 2

ENERGY | o frar
wnosre00lar Center
@IREC

3/20/10

Federal

Incentives/Policies for Renewables & Efficiency

Energy-Efficient Commercial Buildings Tax Deduction

Last DSIRE Review: 11/17/2009

Program Overview:

State:
Incentive Type:

Eligible Efficiency Technologies:

Applicable Sectors:

Amount:

Maximum Incentive:

Equipment Requirements:

Web Site:

Authority 1:
Date Enacted:
Date Effective:

Expiration Date

Authority 2:

Date Enacted:
Expiration Date

Summary:

Federal
Corporate Deduction

Equipment Insulation, Water Heaters, Lighting, Lighting
Controls/Sensors, Chillers , Furnaces , Boilers, Heat pumps,
Central Air conditioners, Caulking/Weather-stripping, Duct/Air
sealing, Building Insulation, Windows, Doors, Siding, Roofs,
Comprehensive Measures/Whole Building

Commercial, Construction, State Government, Fed. Government,
(Deductions associated with government buildings are
transferred to the designer)

$0.30-$1.80 per square foot, depending on technology and
amount of energy reduction
$1.80 per square foot

Not specified, but building must be certified as meeting specific
energy reduction targets as a result of improvements in interior
lighting; building envelope; or heating, cooling, ventilation, or hot
water systems.

http://www.efficientbuildings.org

26 USC § 179D

8/8/2005 (subsequently amended)
1/1/2006

12/31/2013

H.R. 1424: Div. B, Sec. 303 (The Energy Improvement and
Extension Act of 2008)

10/3/2008
12/31/2013

The federal Energy Policy Act of 2005 established a tax deduction for energy-efficient commercial buildings
applicable to qualifying systems and buildings placed in service from January 1, 2006, through December
31, 2007. This deduction was subsequently extended through 2008, and then again through 2013 by
Section 303 of the federal Energy Improvement and Extension Act of 2008 (H.R. 1424, Division B), enacted
in October 2008.

A tax deduction of $1.80 per square foot is available to owners of new or existing buildings who install (1)
interior lighting; (2) building envelope, or (3) heating, cooling, ventilation, or hot water systems that reduce
the building’s total energy and power cost by 50% or more in comparison to a building meeting minimum
requirements set by ASHRAE Standard 90.1-2001. Energy savings must be calculated using qualified
computer software approved by the IRS. Click here for the list of approved software.

http://www.dsireusa.org/incentives/incentive.cfm?Incentive Code=US40F&re=1&ee=1&p... 3/20/2010
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Deductions of $0.60 per square foot are available to owners of buildings in which individual lighting, building
envelope, or heating and cooling systems meet target levels that would reasonably contribute to an overall
building savings of 50% if additional systems were installed.

The deductions are available primarily to building owners, although tenants may be eligible if they make
construction expenditures. In the case of energy efficient systems installed on or in government property,
tax deductions will be given to the person primarily responsible for the systems’ design. Deductions are
taken in the year when construction is completed.

The IRS released interim guidance (IRS Notice 2006-52) in June 2006 to establish a process to allow
taxpayers to obtain a certification that the property satisfies the energy efficiency requirements contained in
the statute. IRS Notice 2008-40 was issued in March of 2008 to further clarify the rules. NREL published a
report (NREL/TP-550-40228) in February 2007 which provides guidelines for the modeling and inspection of
energy savings required by the statute, and the US Department of Energy has compiled a list of qualified
computer software for calculating commercial building energy and power cost savings.

Click here for answers to frequently asked questions provided by the Commercial Building Tax Deduction
Coalition.

For more information, visit the Energy Star web site.

Contact:

Public Information - IRS

U.S. Internal Revenue Service
1111 Constitution Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20224

Phone: (800) 829-1040

Web Site: http://www.irs.gov

http://www.dsireusa.org/incentives/incentive.cfm?Incentive Code=US40F&re=1&ee=1&p... 3/20/2010
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District of Columbia
Incentives/Policies for Renewables & Efficiency

Renewable Energy Incentive Program

Last DSIRE Review: 02/04/2010

Program Overview:

State: District of Columbia
Incentive Type: State Rebate Program

Eligible Renewable/Other

.~ Photovoltaics, Wind
Technologies:

Commercial, Residential, Nonprofit, Multi-Family Residential,
Private Schools

$3/W DC for first 3 kW installed capacity;
Amount: $2/W DC for next 7 kKW,
$1/W DC for next 10 kW

Maximum Incentive: $33,000 per site per program year

1 kW DC minimum; system must be sized not to exceed on-site
consumption

System must be new and have a performance meter; larger
systems must have a performance meter with remote
communications capability; system must carry a one-year
warranty and meter must carry a five-year warranty.

System must be grid-connected and installed by a licensed
contractor; one-year warranty on installation required

Program Budget: $2 million/yr for fiscal years 2009-2012

Ownership of Renewable Energy
Credits:

Funding Source: Sustainable Energy Trust Fund (public benefits fund)
Expiration Date: 09/30/2012 (program year expiration each September)
Web Site: http://green.dc.gov/green/cwpl/view,a,1244,q,4...

Applicable Sectors:

Eligible System Size:
Equipment Requirements:

Installation Requirements:

Customer-generator

Summary:

In February 2009, the District Department of the Environment (DDOE) introduced the Renewable Energy
Incentive Program (REIP), a rebate for solar photovoltaic (PV) and wind energy systems. The REIP is
funded through the Sustainable Energy Trust which is supported by a public benefits charge on utility bills.
The DDOE ultimately plans to introduce incentives for additional technologies, including solar water heating,
solar space heating, geothermal, and methane/waste gas capture.

Most PEPCO customers within the District of Columbia are eligible for incentives under this program;
however, the federal government, the D.C. government, and public schools are specifically identified as
ineligible. Systems must be at least 1 kW in order to qualify and should be sized not to exceed on-site
energy consumption as measured for the previous 12 months. There is no maximum system size, although
incentives are capped at $33,000 per site per fiscal year. The current incentives for solar and wind energy
systems are as follows:

» $3/watt for first 3 kW installed capacity
» $2/watt for next 7 kW installed capacity

http://www.dsireusa.org/incentives/incentive.cfm?Incentive Code=DCO06F&re=1&ee=1&... 3/20/2010
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o $1/watt for next 10 kW installed capacity

Applicants must get a site assessment and conduct a pre-qualification application to get a reservation
number. Once the pre-qualification application is approved, the applicant must complete a final application.
If funds run out for a given year, applicants hold their place in line for one year with their reservation number
and may receive funding the next year. The system must be completed within six months of the award date.
If the system is not completed, the applicant may get a six month extension. If the system is not completed
at the end of the extension, then the rebate must be returned to DDOE.

Projects must be located within the District of Columbia and applicants must be customers of Pepco.
Projects receiving incentives must be grid-connected and must follow the interconnection, operation, and
metering guidelines set by Pepco and the DC Public Service Commission. Large systems must have remote
communication capabilities for monitoring of the performance meter.

For more information, please view the program guidelines .

Contact:

Green Energy DC

District Department of the Environment
Energy Division

51 N Street NE

Washington, DC 20002

Phone: (202) 673-6700

E-Mail: greenenergy@dc.gov

Web Site: http://ddoe.dc.gov/ddoe

http://www.dsireusa.org/incentives/incentive.cfm?Incentive Code=DCO06F&re=1&ee=1&... 3/20/2010
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Appendix Q — Energy Savings Calculations (Smart Power Strip Analysis)
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Energy Savings Calculation

Work Weeks
32 per vear
Power Uasage
Work Days 8 perday
Weekend - per day
Total 40 per week
Downtime 128 per week

6,656 per vear

Cost of Electricity®
$0.1543 per kwh

Electrical Usage
Desktop PC (Dell)® 235 watts
Monitor 22" (Dell 22 watts
Savings
Desktop PC (Dell)® $241.33 per vear
136416 EW
203296 EW
76% annual savings
Monitor 22" (Dell) $22.59 per vear
i46.43 EW
18219 kW
8% ammual savings
Number of Computers 400
Total
Desktop PC (Dell)® $96,533.70 per vear
g§25,664.00 EW
Monitor 22" (Dell) $9.037.20 per vear
5837280 EW
Total $105.570.90 per vear

a84 226 80 EW

TIMOTHY CONROY | THE PENNSYLVANIA STATE UNIVERSITY



|AE SENIOR THESIS FINAL REPORT]| 3 APRIL 2010

Building Lifespan 50 vears
Desktop PC (Dell)® | $4826.684.93
21283 20000 EW
Monitor 22" (Dell) $451,859 87
52928 64000 kW

Subtotal
$5.278.544 79 per 30 yrs
3421184000 EW
$13,196.36 per computer
§5,529.60 kW
Cost of Power Strip® $29.99 per unit
£11.996.00 total
Payback Period

1.4 months

Grand Total
$93.574 90 first vear
$105,570.90 each subsequent vear
$5.266.548.79 50 vear span
$13,166.37 per computer (50 yr span)

Notes:
= Pgpeo. (2010, February 22). GENERAL SERVICE PRIMARY SERVICE.
hitpwww pepoo com’_residecumentsidr_schedule-gs-3a paf

* Dell (nd). OptiPlex 280 Desktop Computer. Retrieved Jamary 24, 2010, from Dell
Swall Buisness: http:/fwww.dell comus/en'business/ deskiops/optiplex-
380 pd asp Frefid=optiplex-380ds =bsddcs=04

© Dell fnd). P2210 22inch Widescreen Monitor. Refrieved Joweary 24, 2010, from Dell
Small Buisness:

hitpSaccessories us dell comysna products/ Displays producidetail aspe?e=us&l=end s =
bsddes=04&sku=320-8103

¢ Bast Buy. (nd ). APC - 8-Owtlet Surge Protecior - White, Retrieved Jovuery 28, 2010,
Jrom BestBuy com: hitp:iwww. bestbuy com5ite APC+-+8-Outler+ Surge+ Protector+-
+White 9663332 pPid=1218142381 283 dshnld=06637 1 2 & st=surge
protectordcp=1dlp=14
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Appendix R — Energy Savings Guide (Smart Power Strip Analysis)
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Energy Savings Guide

Work Weeks

Power Uasage
Work Days
Weekend
Total
Downtime

Cost of Electricity®

Electrical Usage
Desktop PC (Dell)®
Monitor 22" (Dell)*

Savings

Desktop PC (Dell)®

Monitor 22" (Dellf

Number of Computers

Total
Desktop PC (Dell)®

Monitor 22" (Dellf

Total

L
[

per vear

8 perday

- per day
40 per week
128 per week
6,656 per vear

$0.1543 per kwh

$241.33 per vear
136416 EW
203296 EW
76% annual savings
$22.59 per vear
i46.43 EW
18219 kW

8% ammual savings

$241.33 per vear
1584 1a EW
$22.59 per vear
Ida.43 EW
$263.93 per vear
171059 kW
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Building Lifespan 50 vears
Desktop PC (Dell)® ] $12.066.71
TE 20500 EW
Monitor 22" (Dell) $1,129.65
5732160 kW

Subtotal
$13,196.36 per 50 yrs
§5,529.60 kW
$13,196.36 per computer
§5,529.60 kW

Cost of Power Strip® $29.99 per unit
$29.99 total

Payback Period
1.4 months

Grand Total
$233.94 first year
$263.93 each subsequent vear
$13,166.37 50 year span
$13,166.37 per computer (50 yr span)

Motes:

® Pgpeo. (2010, February 22). GENERAL SERVICE PRIMARY SERFICE.
httpwww_ pepoo.com’_res/'documents/de_scheduls-gs-3a pdfl

* Dell (md). OptiPlex 280 Deskiop Computer. Retrisved Januay 24, 2010, from Dsll
Emall Buisress: hipwww. dell comus/em/business/deskiops/spriplex-
380/ pd aspxPrefid=optiplex-38 0 s=bsddicr=04

“ Dell. fmd ). P22I0 22inch Widsscreen Monitor. Retrieved Januwary 24, 2010, from Dall
Small Buisress:

hitp: accessories. us dsll comtra products Displayvs produstdstail aspe? e=usdl=endes =bsd
deos=04desky=320-8103

 Bart Buy. fred ). APC - 8-Outlst Surge Protector - Whits. Revvieved January 28, 2010,

om BestBuy_ com: hitp:www. bastbuy. comysite A PC+-+8-Outlet +5urgetProtector+-
TWhiteRFE5 532 pPid=1 215142381 283 deskuld=0003 33 2dest=rurge
protestovdecp=1d&ip=I14
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